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ABSTRACT
The purpose of t h i s  in v e s t ig a t io n  was to  determ ine whether 
s tu d en ts  on the tw o-year campuses o f the  L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  
System, were drawn from the  same p o p u la tio n  as the s tu d e n ts  on the fo u r-  
year campuses of the System. Another purpose was to  determ ine whether 
th ese  s tu d e n ts , •g e n e ra lly , face  the same problems of a d ju s tin g  to  
co lleg e  l i f e ,  economic need, and academic a n t ic ip a t io n ,  in  a d d itio n  to  
success or f a i lu r e  in  c o l le g e , as the  fo u r-y e a r  s tu d e n ts .
A ch i-sq u are  t e s t  was employed to  check fo r  independence between 
background fa c to rs  in  h igh  school and the type of campus of o r ig in a l  
e n try  fo r  a l l  freshmen. F ac to rs  in v e s tig a te d  were s iz e  of the 
g raduating  c la s s ,  type of h igh  schoo l, type o f cu rricu lum  in  high schoo l, 
amount of e x tr a c u r r ic u la r  p a r t ic ip a t io n ,  type of c o lleg e  housing d e s ire d , 
f in a n c ia l  need, p a r t- tim e  work p lanned, and le v e l o f academic a s p ir a t io n .
A le a s t  squares a n a ly s is  of v a ria n ce  procedure was used to  t e s t  
fo r  d iffe re n c e s  in  high school g rad e -p o in t averages in  E n g lish , 
m athem atics, s o c ia l  s tu d ie s ,  and sc ie n c e , w ith  American College T esting  
composite s c o re s , and c o lle g e  le v e l grades a f t e r  the  freshm an, sophomore, 
and ju n io r  y ea rs .
A ch i-sq u are  t e s t  was a lso  used to  t e s t  fo r  d if fe re n c e s  between 
tw o-year and fo u r-y ear campus s tu d e n ts , w ith  re fe re n c e  to  academic 
p ro b a tio n s , suspensions, and drops.
A c o e f f ic ie n t  o f c o r r e la t io n  was used to  determ ine re la t io n s h ip s  
of g rad e-p o in t averages of s tu d e n ts  who tra n s fe r re d  from two-year
ix
campuses, w ith those who remained on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses. A ll 
d iffe re n c e s  were te s te d  fo r  s ig n if ic a n c e  a t  the .05 le v e l .
A random sample o f ACT score cards o f f iv e  hundred freshm en 
s tu d en ts  on the  two, fo u r-y ea r campuses in  the  System, in  a d d it io n  to  
the ACT score cards of the  e n t i re  pop u la tio n  on the  tw o-year campuses, 
were surveyed fo r  background d a ta . R e g is t r a r 's  reco rd s  of c o lle g e  
t r a n s c r ip ts  from a l l  p u b lic  u n iv e r s i t ie s  and LSU System campuses, were 
used to  determ ine g rad e-p o in t averages, p ro b a tio n s , d rops, and 
suspensions.
The r e s u l t s  of th i s  study in d ic a te d  th a t :
1. G enerally , s tu d e n ts , male and fem ale, who en te red  the two-
y ear campuses, a ttended  sm all p u b lic  high sch o o ls , had lower ACT 
composite s co re s , were suspended w ith  g re a te r  frequency a f t e r  the
freshman y ea r, and had a g re a te r  r a te  o f a t t r i t i o n  a f t e r  the  f i r s t  year
of c o lle g e , than  s tu d en ts  who en te red  the  d eg ree -g ran tin g  i n s t i t u t i o n s .
2. The m ajo rity  of males and fem ales on a l l  campuses re p o rte d  
average p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  e x tr a c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s ,  no d if fe re n c e  in  
s e le c t io n  of co lleg e  housing , and l i t t l e  need fo r  f in a n c ia l  a id .  More 
males than fem ales, g en e ra lly , planned to  work p a r t- t im e .
3. Male s tu d en ts  had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er ACT com posite s c o re s , 
and were more l ik e ly  to  be p laced on academic p ro b a tio n  or suspension  
a f t e r  two years of u n iv e rs i ty  work, than  female s tu d e n ts .
4 . The female s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses scored  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  
h ig h er grades in  a l l  high school s u b je c ts ,  as w ell as in  the  freshm an, 
sophomore, and ju n io r  years of u n iv e r s i ty  a tten d an ce .
x i
5. R e la tiv e ly  high c o r re la t io n s  between freshman-sophomore and 
freshm an-jun io r year g rad e -p o in t av e rag es , were recorded  fo r  s tu d e n ts  
who tra n s fe r re d  a f t e r  the  freshm an o r sophomore years of u n iv e r s i ty  
a tten d an ce .
Chapter 1
INTRODUCTION
A la rg e  p ro p o rtio n  o f our s o c ie ty  has a s p ir a t io n s  th a t  can 
only  be expressed p ro d u c tiv e ly  through some form of ed u ca tio n . Much 
o f th a t  education  must r e l a t e  to  th e  in d iv id u a l 's  sense o f  w orth .
Many young people f u l f i l l  t h e i r  a s p ira t io n s  through en ro llm en t in  fo u r- 
y ea r in s t i tu t io n s  w ith e s ta b lis h e d  t r a d i t i o n s .  But an in c reas in g  
number of high school g rad u a tes  i n i t i a l l y  e n ro l l  in  tw o-year c o lle g e s , 
desig n a ted  as community c o l le g e s ,  ju n io r  c o lle g e s , or branch c o lle g e s .
What f a c to rs  m otivate  s tu d e n ts  to  e n te r  these two types of 
in s t i tu t io n s ?  R e la tiv e  to  a tw o-year community c o lle g e , K noell and 
Medsher (1965:27) s ta t e ;
The e f f e c t iv e  community c o lle g e  o f f e r s  p o s t-h ig h  school 
in s t r u c t io n  of h igh q u a l i ty  and a t  th e  same time se rv es  th e  eq u a lly  
im portan t fu n c tio n  o f guidance fo r  th e  very  la rg e  segment of 
s tu d e n ts ,  who have n o t y e t te s te d  t h e i r  in te r e s t s  and c a p a b i l i t ie s  
s u f f i c i e n t ly ,  to  embark upon employment o r a b ac c a lau re a te  degree 
program.
The a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f t r a in in g  programs a t t r a c t s  many s tu d e n ts  to  
a tw o-year i n s t i t u t i o n .  H illw ay (1958:32) s ta t e s :
Four-year c o lle g e s  g e n e ra lly  favo r a l i b e r a l  a r t s  o r ie n ta t io n  
or provide the groundwork fo r  l a t e r  p ro fe s s io n a l s tu d y . While 
o f fe r in g  many courses which p a r a l l e l  th o se  o f the freshman and 
sophomore years  in  the u n iv e r s i ty ,  the  two-branch co lle g e s  u su a lly  
p lace  co n s id e rab le  emphasis upon a la rg e  v a r ie ty  o f tw o-year 
programs which give immediate p re p a ra tio n  fo r  u se fu l jo b s .
At the conclusion  of a sophomore program, s tu d e n ts  en ro lle d  on 
a tw o-year campus must decide w hether to  co n tinue  working on. a
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b a cca lau rea te  degree or to  te rm in ate  th e i r  form al ed u ca tio n . The 
t r a n s f e r  from one in s t i t u t i o n  to  ano ther may p re se n t p a r t ic u la r  problems 
o f ad justm en t—problems whose so lu tio n s  may have a b earin g  on academic 
accom plishm ents.
The s tu d en ts  on the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses have the advantage of 
m aster p lans fo r  the e n t i r e  b acc a lau rea te  program. For the tw o-year 
campus s tu d e n ts , co lleg e  ca ta lo g s  are used by adm issions o f f ic e r s  in  
determ ining  what courses may be tr a n s fe r re d  from one in s t i t u t i o n  to  
a n o th e r. These c a ta lo g s  a lso  provide p ro sp ec tiv e  s tu d en ts  w ith  th e  
types of programs o ffe re d .
The s ta te d  o rg a n iz a tio n a l purpose fo r  each campus in  th e  
L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  System is  p re se n tly  the  same in  each c a ta lo g . 
The L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  a t  A lexandria c a ta lo g  co n ta in s  an 
a d d it io n a l s ta te d  purpose:
S tudents a re  o ffe re d  a b a s ic  academic program which is  designed 
to  p repare  them to  e n te r  a s p e c ia liz e d  curricu lum  in  th e  s e n io r  
c o lleg e  o f  th e i r  ch o ice . S tudents who f in d  i t  im possib le to  
con tinue th e i r  c o lleg e  tr a in in g  a f t e r  two years  w il l  have a sound 
g enera l ed u ca tio n a l background to  in c rease  th e i r  p o te n t ia l  fo r  
success in  t h e i r  chosen v o ca tio n  and in  p roductive  c i t iz e n s h ip .
Do co lleg es  w ith  a tw o-year o r ie n ta t io n  a t t r a c t  s tu d e n ts  from 
d i f f e r e n t  backgrounds and w ith  d i f f e r e n t  a s p ir a t io n s  than  co lle g e s  w ith  
a fo u r-y ea r o r ie n ta tio n ?  Does a s tu d e n t 's  high school’ background p lay  
an im portan t ro le  in  determ ining where he w il l  a tte n d  co lleg e?
THE PROBLEM
The problem i s  to  determ ine whether th e re  a re  s ig n i f ic a n t  
d if fe re n c e s  between s tu d e n ts  on the tw o-year campuses and th e  fo u r-y ea r
campuses of th e  L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  System, w ith  re fe re n c e  to  
c e r ta in  personal and academic f a c to r s .
HYPOTHESES
Based on the  s ta te d  problem , the  fo llow ing  hypotheses were 
form ulated  to  guide the  s tu d y .
1. There i s  no s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  between th e  freshman 
s tu d e n ts  on the tw o-year campuses and th o se  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses 
in  re fe re n c e  to  the fo llow ing  f a c to r s :
a . S ize of h igh school g rad u a tin g  c la s s
b. Type of high school
c . Type of h igh  school curricu lum
d. American C ollege T est Composite Score
e . High school e x t r a - c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s
f . Sex
g. Level o f  academic a s p ir a t io n
h . Hous ing
i .  F in a n c ia l need
j .  Hours of o u ts id e  work
2 . There i s  no s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  between s tu d e n ts  on the 
tw o-year campuses and s tu d en ts  on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses w ith  re fe re n c e  
to  the fo llow ing  academic f a c to r s :
a . High school g ra d e -p o in t averages
b . Drop-outs during  the freshman year of co lleg e
c . G rade-po in t averages a t  th e  end of th e  freshman year
d. Academic suspensions during  the freshm an year
e . Academic p ro b a tio n s  a t  th e  end of th e  freshm an year
f .  D rop-outs during  th e  sophomore year
g. G rade-po in t averages a t  th e  end of th e  sophomore year
h . Academic suspensions a t  th e  end of th e  sophomore year
i .  Academic p ro b a tio n s  a t  the  end of th e  sophomore year
3 . There is  no s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  between s tu d e n ts  who
were form erly  on a tw o-year campus and th o se  who were o r ig in a l ly  
r e g is te r e d  on a fo u r-y ea r campus, w ith  re fe re n c e  to  the  fo llow ing  f a c to rs
a . R e - re g is t r a t io n  as ju n io rs
b . G rade-po in t averages a t  the end of th e  ju n io r  year
4c . C o rre la tio n  between freshm an and sophomore year grade-
p o in t av erag es, accord ing  to  f i r s t  r e g i s t r a t io n  and
tr a n s f e r  s ta tu s
d. C o rre la tio n  between freshm an and ju n io r  y ea r g rade- 
p o in t av erag es, accord ing  to  f i r s t  r e g i s t r a t io n  and 
t r a n s f e r  s ta tu s
A ll d if fe re n c e s  w i l l  be te s te d  a t  th e  .05 le v e l  o f s ig n if ic a n c e .
D e lim ita tio n s  of the  Study
A ll of the L ouisiana h igh  school g raduates  o f 1968 who e n ro lle d  
on any of the tw o-year campuses o f the  L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  
System were used in  th is  s tu d y . A random sample o f f iv e  hundred s tu d en ts  
on the Baton Rouge campus and f iv e  hundred s tu d e n ts  on the  New O rleans 
campus were a lso  in c lu d ed . No s tu d e n ts  who moved ou t of s t a t e ,
dropped out of co lle g e  b efo re  com pleting a t  l e a s t  one sem este r, nor
s tu d en ts  who were no t re c e n t g ra d u a te s , were included in  t h i s  s tu d y .
Only the  ju n io r  s tu d e n ts  who e n ro lle d  in  the  Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  
System or in  c o lle g e s  and u n iv e r s i t ie s  under the su p e rv is io n  of the 
S ta te  Board of Education  were r e ta in e d  as p a r t  of th i s  s tu d y .
Im portance of th i s  Study
An a n a ly s is  of s e le c te d  p e rso n a l f a c to rs  w il l  in d ic a te  whether 
or no t s tu d e n ts  from the tw o-year campuses were drawn from b a s ic a l ly  
the same type of p o p u la tio n  as s tu d en ts  from the fo u r-y e a r  campuses.
This in fo rm ation  should a lso  prov ide u se fu l g u id e lin e s  in  p lanning  
c u r r ic u la r  changes fo r  the  two types o f i n s t i t u t i o n s .
Most of the  tw o-year campus s tu d en ts  l iv e  a t  home. In fo rm ation  
r e la t iv e  to  housing , f in a n c ia l  need , and hours of p a r t- t im e  work, may 
provide the  foundation  fo r  expanded t u t o r i a l  s e rv ic e s  which are now an 
in te g ra l  p a r t  o f dorm itory  housing .
S ig n if ic a n t  d iffe re n c e s  between the  tw o-year and fo u r-y ea r 
campuses in  re fe re n c e  to  the number o f d ro p -o u ts , su spensions, 
p ro b a tio n s , and the  number of s tu d en ts  who do no t begin  a th i rd  year of 
s tu d y , may in d ic a te  th a t  the  u n iv e r s i ty  system may wish to  in co rp o ra te  
more te rm in a l programs to  f i l l  th ese  needs.
F ac to rs  d ea lin g  w ith  r e - r e g i s t r a t io n  as ju n io rs  and g rad e-p o in t 
averages a t  the com pletion o f th e  ju n io r  y e a r , should provide support 
f o r ,  o r deny the  f in d in g s  th a t  n a tiv e  s tu d en ts  have a sm alle r a t t r i t i o n  
r a te  than t r a n s f e r  s tu d e n ts .
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS
Academic Suspension
The temporary fo rced  w ithdraw al of a s tu d en t from school because 
of academic f a i lu r e .
Academic P ro b a tio n
A tem porary s ta tu s  d e s ig n a tio n  of a s tu d e n t whose sem ester 
average is  le s s  than a s tu d e n t 's  in  good s tan d in g , bu t b e t te r  than a 
s tu d e n t 's  on academic suspension .
A t t r i t io n
A c o n d itio n  of d im in ish ing  en ro llm en t because of suspensions, 
d ro p -o u ts , d ea th s , or t r a n s f e r s .
Drop-out
A s tu d en t who v o lu n ta r i ly  withdraws from a school s i tu a t io n  
b efo re  com pleting a p re sc rib ed  course of work.
6T ran sfe r S tudent
A s tu d e n t in  good s tan d in g  who moves from one c o lle g e  to
a n o th e r .
Ju n io r  College
A p o st-h ig h  school e d u ca tio n a l i n s t i t u t i o n  o f fe r in g  a tw o-year 
program, e i th e r  of a te rm in a l n a tu re , o r as a p re p a ra tio n  fo r  fu r th e r  
t r a in in g  in  a co lleg e  o r u n iv e r s i ty .
Community College
An ed u ca tio n a l i n s t i t u t i o n  o f fe r in g  in s t r u c t io n  fo r  persons 
beyond the  secondary school age, in  a program geared p a r t ic u la r ly  to  the 
needs and in te r e s t s  of the lo c a l com m unities, o f te n  a commuter c o lle g e .
Branch Campus
A segment of a co lleg e  o r a u n iv e r s i ty  which o f fe r s  b as ic  
programs lead ing  to  b acca lau rea te  degrees bu t does n o t n e c e s s a r i ly  g ran t 
deg rees.
G rade-poin t Average
An a r ith m e tic  average of grades based on the  fo llo w in g  form ula: 
"A" = 4 .0 0 ; "B" = 3 .00 ; "C" = 2 .0 0 ; "D" = 1 .00 ; and "F" = 0 .0 0 .
SOURCES OF DATA
American College T est program score  cards and p r o f i l e  re p o r ts  
were used to  determ ine background in fo rm atio n  on each s tu d e n t in  
re fe re n c e  to  the ACT re p o r t .
High school t r a n s c r ip ts  were used to  determ ine the  g rad e-p o in t 
averages of s tu d e n ts .
C ollege t r a n s c r ip ts  were u t i l i z e d  to  determ ine the  d ro p -o u ts , 
suspensions, g rad e-p o in t av erag es, and ju n io r  year s ta tu s  o f s tu d e n ts .
PROCEDURE
1. The r e g i s t r a r s  of a l l  campuses in  th e  Louisiana S ta te  
U n iv e rs ity  System were co n tac ted  fo r  perm ission  to  use s tu d e n ts ' 
re c o rd s .
2. The ACT score cards and p r o f i l e  sh ee ts  of the e n t i r e  
p o p u la tio n  of f a l l ,  1968 freshm an c la s s e s  a t  the  th re e ,  tw o-year 
campuses in  th e  Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  System, were surveyed and 
r e s u l t s  recorded  on computer c a rd s .
3. A random sample o f f iv e  hundred freshman s tu d en ts  
re p re se n tin g  the  Baton Rouge campus and a s im ila r  number who rep resen ted  
th e  New O rleans campus was drawn.
4 . The ACT score  cards and p r o f i l e  sh ee ts  o f the s tu d e n ts  were 
a ls o  surveyed, and r e s u l t s  reco rded  on computer c a rd s .
5. High school t r a n s c r ip t s  in  r e g i s t r a r s '  o f f ic e s  were used to  
determ ine g rad e -p o in t averages o f s tu d e n ts  r e g is te r e d .
6. R e g is t r a r s ' reco rd s  o f co lle g e  t r a n s c r ip ts  were surveyed to  
determ ine d ro p -o u ts , su sp en s io n s, p ro b a tio n s , g rad e -p o in t av erag es, and 
enro llm ent through June 1971.
7. The r e g i s t r a r s  o f a l l  c o lle g e s  and u n iv e r s i t ie s  under the 
su p e rv is io n  of the S ta te  Board of E ducation  of Louisiana were co n tac ted  
fo r  perm ission  to  examine the t r a n s c r ip t s  o f  s tu d e n ts  who had 
t ra n s fe r re d  to  th ese  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  Data were ob ta ined  from th ese  
in s t i tu t io n s  and the  r e s u l t s  recorded  on computer ca rd s .
8 . B asic s t a t i s t i c a l  procedures (a n a ly s is  of v a r ia n c e , c h i-  
square and c o r re la t io n )  were used to  t e s t  th e  hypotheses under s tudy .
a .  F ac to rs  r e la te d  to  background in fo rm ation  about the s tu d e n ts ' 
h igh  school f a c to rs  were ta b u la te d  o t  in d ic a te  d if fe re n c e s  in  sex and 
type of campus. A c h i-sq u a re  procedure was used to  determ ine the 
s ig n if ic a n c e  of the d if fe re n c e  between these  f a c to r s .
b . High school g rad e -p o in t averages in  E n g lish , m athem atics, 
s o c ia l  s tu d ie s ,  and sc ie n c e , in  a d d itio n  to  ACT composite s c o re s , were 
subm itted  to  an a n a ly s is  o f v a r ia n c e .
c . Sex, type of campus of o r ig in a l  e n try , and in te ra c t io n  
f a c to rs  were te s te d  fo r  s ig n if ic a n c e . S im ila r procedures were used w ith  
g ra d e -p o in t averages a t  the  com pletion of the freshm an, sophomore, and 
ju n io r  y e a rs .
d . In fo rm ation  r e l a t iv e  to  academic p ro b a tio n s , su spensions, 
and d ro p -o u ts , was ta b u la te d  and ch i-sq u a re  t e s t s  were conducted to  
determ ine s ig n i f ic a n t  d if f e re n c e s .
e . C o e ff ic ie n ts  o f c o r re la t io n  were computed to  examine the 
r e la t io n s h ip s  between g ra d e -p o in t averages of s tu d en ts  who had 
tra n s fe r re d  to  o th e r u n iv e r s i t i e s ,  and those s tu d en ts  who remained in  
the  LSU System.
f .  Conclusions were drawn from the in fo rm ation  ta b u la te d  about 
s tu d e n ts .
g . Recommendations fo r  fu r th e r  study  were made from the 
conclusions a r r iv e d  a t  in  th i s  s tu d y .
ORGANIZATION OF THE REMAINDER OF THE STUDY
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The rem ainder o f the  study c o n s is te d  o f a review  o f r e la te d  
l i t e r a t u r e  (C hapter 2 ) ,  p re se n ta tio n  and a n a ly s is  of da ta  (C hapter 3) 
and summary and conclusions (C hapter 4 ) ,  and the  b ib lio g rap h y  and 
appendixes.
Chapter 2
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
The o b je c tiv e s  and methods of h ig h e r ed u ca tio n  have been 
questioned  by s tu d e n ts  in  t h e i r  a ttem p ts  to  re in fo rc e  v a lu e  judgm ents.
The s tu d e n t who has en te red  a c o lleg e  campus does n o t e n ro l l  w ith  a 
b lank s l a t e ,  on which th e  c o lle g e  w r ite s  a system  o f v a lu e s . He has 
come from a c u ltu re  in  which h is  fam ily  and school l i f e  have tended to  
make him the c e n te r  of a t t e n t io n ,  w ith  much encouragement and few 
f r u s t r a t io n s .  In  th e  c o lle g e  environm ent he must meet the  ch a llen g es  
o f h is  teac h e rs  in  academics as w ell as the  s o c ia l  ch a llen g es  of h is  
p e e rs .
What th e n , a re  the  o b je c tiv e s  and fu n c tio n s  o f h ig h e r ed u ca tio n , 
and why do some s tu d e n ts  s e le c t  tw o-year i n s t i tu t io n s  in s te a d  of 
t r a d i t io n a l  fo u r-y e a r  c o lle g e s  and u n iv e r s i t i e s  f o r  f u r th e r  schooling?
Purposes o f C olleges and U n iv e rs i t ie s
According to  Guzzeta (1962 :27),
The prim ary fu n c tio n  of a u n iv e r s i ty  i s  to  c re a te  an atmosphere
to ,  and provide the  means f o r ,  le a rn in g  a t  an academic le v e l beyond
the  high schoo l.
M il le t t  (1960:37) s ta te d  th a t :
The o b je c tiv e  o f h ig h e r e d u c a tio n -- th e  p re s e rv a t io n , tra n sm iss io n , 
and advancement o f knowledge—im plies  no t ju s t  a b e l ie f  in  the 
im portance of knowledge, b u t a lso  th e  in d iv id u a l 's  a b i l i t y  to  develop 
h is  ta le n ts  fo r  the  s e rv ic e  o f o th e rs ,  u sing  knowledge as a co n s ta n t
th re a t  to  those who experience  power.
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Johnson and Katzenm eyer' s (1969:19) d e f in i t io n  of th e  o b je c tiv e  
of th e  u n iv e r s i ty  was: " . . . t o  p rov ide  an i n s t i t u t i o n a l ly  coheren t
approach to  conserv ing , augm enting, and prom ulgating knowledge in  
consonance w ith  th e  goals  o f la rg e r  p u b lic  in te r e s t s  and s o c ie ty ."
In  h is  work fo r  the  American Council on E ducation , Edward Eddy, 
J r .  (1959 :37-39), concluded:
The e s s e n t ia l  purpose of the  c o lle g e  is  t r a in in g  fo r  i n te l l ig e n t  
b eh av io r. This in c lu d es  the a c q u is it io n  o f knowledge, as w ell as 
the  a b i l i t y  to  make re le v a n t judgment and w ise ch o ices , guided by 
the  d is c ip l in e  of lo g ic a l  method.
Two-year v e rsu s  F our-year C olleges
There has been com paratively  l i t t l e  sy stem atic  knowledge of 
th e o r e t ic a l  s ig n if ic a n c e  about the complex in te r r e la t io n s  of co lleg e s  
and u n iv e r s i t ie s  and th e i r  environm ents. W ilson (1965 :42 ), s ta te d :  
"Community ju n io r  c o lle g e s  tend to  be more c lo se ly  r e la te d  to  s o c ia l  
fo rc e s  a t  work in  t h e i r  immediate lo c a le s  than  are  i n s t i tu t io n s  w ith  
more d isp e rsed  c o n s ti tu e n c e s ."  Brownell (1952:41) d efined  the  community 
c o lle g e  as :
. . . a n  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f h ig h e r  le a rn in g  aimed a t  se rv in g  the 
ed u c a tio n a l needs of a p a r t ic u la r  community, p redom inate ly  a t  a two- 
yea r c o lle g e , o f fe r in g  v a rio u s  programs in  the cu rricu lum  which 
p repare  s tu d en ts  to  e n te r  d e f in i te  v o c a tio n s .
The tw o-year c o lle g e , because i t  i s  u su a lly  lo c a ted  near the  
s tu d e n t 's  home, su p p lie s  h ig h e r ed u ca tio n  a t  le s s  expense. Hie 
con tinuance of a home in flu en ce  fo r  young people during  im m aturity , 
o f te n  proves more ac ce p tab le  to  p a re n ts  than  to  p o te n t ia l  s tu d e n ts . 
According to  Koos (1925:27):
Some s tu d ie s  o f young p e o p le 's  a t t i tu d e s  toward a tte n d in g  lo c a l 
in s t i t u t i o n s  re v e a l a n eg a tiv e  s la n t ,  growing out o f a d e s ire  to  
be away from home. R egard less of the  a t t i tu d e s  o f young peop le ,
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however, a lo c a l ju n io r  c o lleg e  does make p o s s ib le  a co n tin u in g  
home in flu en c e  fo r  th o se  boys and g i r l s  who a re  immature.
Hillway (1947 :42-44), s ta te d :  "There may be reaso n  to  th in k
th a t  young people m ature somewhat more q u ick ly  when removed from th e
home and p erm itted  to  e x e rc ise  a degree o f independence in  judgm ent."
Koos (1924:29), Campbell (1930:25-27), Medsher (1960 :32 ), and
C lark (1960:28-31), o u tlin e d  the ed u ca tio n a l purposes of the  ju n io r
co lleg e :
1. To o f fe r  two years  o f work accep tab le  to  c o lle g e s  and 
u n iv e r s i t i e s .
2. To complete the  ed u ca tio n  o f te rm in a l s tu d e n ts .
3. To provide o ccu p a tio n a l t r a in in g  of ju n io r  c o lleg e  g rade .
4 . To p o p u la rize  h ig h er ed u ca tio n .
5 . To allow  a t te n t io n  to  th e  in d iv id u a l s tu d e n t.
6. To allow  fo r  the  continuance of home in flu en c e  du ring  the
p erio d  of im m aturity .
7. To o f fe r  b e t te r  o p p o r tu n itie s  fo r  le a d e rsh ip  t r a in in g .
8. To o f fe r  b e t t e r  in s t r u c t io n  in  those  y e a rs .
9. To allow  fo r  e x p lo ra tio n .
10. To provide o p p o r tu n itie s  fo r  a d u l ts .
11. To provide a program fo r  s tu d en ts  w ith  ed u ca tio n a l
d e f ic ie n c ie s .
12. To provide an "open door" p o lic y .
13. To f o s te r  the e v o lu tio n  of th e  system  of ed u ca tio n .
14. To r e l ie v e  the u n iv e r s i ty .
15. To f a c i l i t a t e  th e  r e a l  fu n c tio n in g  o f th e  u n iv e r s i ty .
16. To assume b e t t e r  p re p a ra tio n  fo r  u n iv e r s i ty  work.
17. To o f fe r  courses designed to  meet lo c a l  needs.
18. To a l t e r  th e  c u l tu r a l  tone of the community.
Many young people want le s s  than  a f u l l  fo u r-y e a r  co lleg e  
ed u ca tio n . The tw o-year c o lle g e  must f i t  in to  th e  community l i f e  as 
the h igh school has done. Hence the P r e s id e n t 's  Commission on Higher 
E ducation (1948) suggested the name, "community c o lle g e "  to  be ap p lied  
to  th e  i n s t i t u t i o n  designed to  serve c h ie f ly  lo c a l  community ed u ca tio n  
needs.
Koos (1924:64) w rote about the two r e la te d  purposes why s tu d en ts  
chose to  a tte n d  tw o-year c o lle g e s . These a re ;
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(1) To make i t  p o s s ib le  fo r  ju n io r  c o lle g e  s tu d e n ts  to  ho ld  
p a r t- t im e  jobs in  t h e i r  home community to  h e lp  d efray  co lleg e  
expenses; and
(2) To a f fo rd  many s tu d e n ts  who could n o t a ffo rd  a fo u r-y e a r  
c o lle g e  edu ca tio n  away from home a le s s  expensive two years a t  home 
on which to  b u ild  the  fo u r-y e a r  program.
R iv lin  (1965:90) concluded:
Year a f t e r  y e a r , surveys show th a t  a co lle g e  education  i s  too  
expensive , i s  the c h ie f  f a c to r  in  l im it in g  the  numbers who e n te r .
Many fa m ilie s  e s p e c ia l ly  th o se  in  r u r a l  se c tio n s  o r in  the m idst 
o f la rg e  in d u s t r ia l  c e n te r s ,  co n sid e r th a t  co lle g e  i s  no t a way of 
l i f e  fo r  t h e i r  c h ild re n .
A ccording to  a re p o r t  e n t i t l e d ,  "Higher E ducation  fo r  American 
Democracy," (1963 :65-67), the  au th o rs  s ta te d :
Low fam ily  income, to g e th e r  w ith  the r i s in g  c o s ts  o f ed u ca tio n , 
c o n s t i tu te s  an alm ost im possib le  b a r r i e r  to  co lleg e  edu ca tio n  fo r  
many young p e o p le . . .s o  to  the  expense of a c o lle g e  ed u ca tio n  fo r  
most youth must be added the  e x tra  fa c to rs  o f t r a n s p o r ta t io n  and 
l iv in g  c o s ts - -b y  no means a sm all item .
A la rg e  p a r t  o f th e  s o lu t io n  to  t h i s  problem, sa id  the  commission, 
w i l l  come through the  es ta b lish m en t of a g re a t  many more community 
c o l le g e s .
Ju n io r  c o lle g e  s tu d e n ts  w ith  th e  g r e a te s t  a b i l i t y  compared 
fav o rab ly  w ith  th e  most ab le  s tu d e n ts  in  fo u r-y e a r  c o lle g e s . 
D iffe ren ces  u s u a lly  appeared when the  le s s  ab le  of th e  two groups 
were compared. The le s s  ab le  in  the  ju n io r  c o lle g e s  dropped 
s u b s ta n t ia l ly  below the  le s s  ab le  in  the  fo u r-y ea r  c o lle g e s .
(Koos, 1925:74-76).
A p ro sp e c tiv e  s tu d e n t 's  p e rc e p tio n  o f a d e s ira b le  campus 
atm osphere may have in flu en ced  h is  cho ices of a tw o-year o r a fo u r-y e a r  
campus. Abbott (1960 :82-84), used th e  C ollege and U n iv e rs ity  Environment 
S cales  designed by R obert Pace to  determ ine the  e f f e c ts  of p e rcep tio n s  
of campus l i f e ,  by p ro sp e c tiv e  s tu d e n ts  a t  B a ll S ta te  Teachers C o lleg e .
His r e s u l t s  showed th a t :
The f a c to rs  o f sex , v o c a tio n a l o b je c t iv e ,  campus v i s i t a t i o n  
e x p e rien ces , and g eograph ical lo c a tio n  of re s id e n c e , do in flu en c e  
th e  p e rcep tio n s  o f a c o lle g e  environm ent and i t s  d e s ira b le
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c h a r a c te r is t i c s  as rep o rted  by p ro sp ec tiv e  freshmen. There was a 
d i r e c t  r e la t io n s h ip  between the p ro sp e c tiv e  co lleg e  freshm an 's 
p e rc e p tio n  of the  c o lle g e  environm ent and h is  cho ice .
Schuchmann (1967 :39), concluded:
I t  appears th a t  changes in  p e rcep tio n  o f the  co lleg e  environment 
occur a t  le a s t  as e a r ly  as the  freshman y ea r . D esc rip tio n s  rep o rted  
by the freshman in  the f a l l  showed th a t  they had high ex p ec ta tio n s  
o f the co lleg e  a t  the time they  e n te red ; by the sp rin g , they 
ap p ra ised  th e i r  co lleg e  more r e a l i s t i c a l l y .
C ollege and U n iv e rs ity  Adjustment
In  a study of school ad justm en t, W ilson (1965:37), concluded: 
" P e rso n a lity  and environment a re  c lo s e ly  linked  to  academic achievem ent, 
though re sea rch  has no t y e t produced an instrum ent to  measure the s h i f t  
from home to  c o l le g e ."
Harry R iv lin , e t .  a l .  (1965:83), in  s tudying  adjustm ent problems 
o f c o lle g e  freshmen p re d ic te d  th a t :
Even in  the most c a r e fu l ly  se le c te d  s tu d en t b o d ies , only a sm all 
p ro p o rtio n  a t  the time o f en tran ce  a re  ready to  liv e  the 
u n in te rru p te d  l i f e  of the  mind. C ountless human d is t r a c t io n s  and 
problems a re  invo lved , which l im i t  the  a b i l i t y  o f freshmen to  
id e n t i fy  them selves q u ick ly  or wholly w ith the in te l l e c tu a l  l i f e .
According to  C harles Doebler (1965:34),
P robably the  most, s e rio u s  problem of adjustm ent th a t  faces  th e  
c o lle g e  freshman i s  the o rg a n iza tio n  of la rg e  b locks of tim e. The 
c o lle g e  schedule i s  no t arranged in  n ea t packages, and fo r  s tu d e n ts  
who a re  used to  re ly in g  on e x te rn a l scheduling  to  arrange th e i r  days, 
th e  sudden r e la x a t io n  of th ese  p re ssu re s  can be f a t a l .
R iv lin  (1965 :43), agreed w ith  these  f in d in g s :
The most e lem ental th in g  the co lleg e  expects of th e  new s tu d en t 
i s  th a t  he s h a l l  le a rn  a t  the  o u ts e t  how to  manage h is  c o lleg e  week. 
There is  an i l lu s io n  of f re e  tim e. O ften a s tu d en t not doing w ell 
w i l l  ask fo r  a p a r t- tim e  campus jo b , s ta t in g  th a t  he w il l  do b e t te r  
i f  he i s  kep t busy. This i s  g e n e ra lly  a d e lu s io n ; academ ically , a 
s tu d e n t who i s  no t doing w ell u su a lly  cannot a ffo rd  the hours fo r  
rem unerative work, though many s tu d en ts  can and must work a t  a jo b .
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L i t t l e  (1960 :35), w rote in  H igher E ducation : In c en tiv e s  and
O b stac le s , pub lished  by th e  American Council on E ducation:
The problems of t r a n s i t io n  from h igh  school to  c o lle g e  are 
s e r io u s . Too many ab le  co lleg e  s tu d e n ts  a re  dropping from schools 
because of academic m aladjustm ent. In  many c o lle g e s ,  th ese  
problems are  as p re ss in g  as the  f in a n c ia l  problem s, and have 
im p lica tio n s  fo r  curricu lum  and in s t r u c t io n  in  c o lle g e , as much as 
fo r  p a t te rn s  of h igh school p re p a ra tio n s .
T ran sfe rs  to  o th e r  I n s t i tu t io n s
The adjustm ent f a c to r  was a lso  a c h a r a c te r i s t i c  of t r a n s f e r r in g  
from one type of i n s t i t u t i o n  to  an o th e r. In  a s tudy  by Edward Mince a t  
the  U n iv e rs ity  of Texas a t  A ustin  (1968 :78), he concluded:
A s tu d en t t r a n s f e r r in g  from a ju n io r  co lle g e  (tw o-year program) 
to  a s e n io r  c o lleg e  ( fo u r-y e a r  program) w i l l  l ik e ly  experience a 
drop in  g rad e -p o in t average by the end o f the f i r s t  y e a r . I f  th e  
s tu d e n t remains in  schoo l, th e  average g ra d e -p o in t le v e l  w il l  
p robably  reach  the ju n io r  co lleg e  le v e l by the end o f the second 
year a t  the s e n io r  c o lle g e .
S tu d ies  o f ju n io r  co lle g e  t r a n s f e r  s tu d e n ts  were made by Grace 
B ird  in  1960. Among h e r f in d in g s , th re e  were a p p lic a b le  to  th i s  study :
1. Ju n io r  c o lle g e  s tu d e n ts  u s u a lly  experience some drop in  
g rad e -p o in t average in  th e i r  f i r s t  term  a f t e r  t r a n s f e r ,  below the 
cum ulative average they  earned in  ju n io r  c o lle g e . The grades of 
the  s tu d en ts  who p e r s i s t  in  the  fo u r-y e a r  c o lle g e s  g e n e ra lly  
improve in  su ccessiv e  term s a f t e r  t r a n s f e r .
2 . Ju n io r  c o lle g e  s tu d e n ts  o f te n  do le s s  w e ll than  th e i r  fo u r-  
y ear c o lle g e  c o u n te rp a rts  in  th e i r  f i r s t  term  in  th e  upper d iv is io n , 
b u t th e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  between the  two groups d ecreases  in  su ccess iv e  
te rm s.
3 . A t t r i t io n  tends to  be h ig h e r  fo r  ju n io r  c o lleg e  t r a n s fe r  
s tu d en ts  in  the upper d iv is io n  than  fo r  th e  "n a tiv e "  s tu d en ts  who 
p e r s i s t  to  th e  ju n io r  y ea r.
In  a study  by W illinghaus and F indikyan (1969 :84 ), th e  au tho rs  
concluded th a t  s tu d en ts  t r a n s f e r r in g  from tw o-year i n s t i tu t io n s  had 
alm ost the same average c o lleg e  grades as s tu d e n ts  from fo u r-y ea r  
i n s t i t u t i o n s .  The tw o-year c o lleg e  s tu d e n ts  were le s s  l ik e ly  to  be
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r e je c te d  than  the fo u r-y e a r  s tu d en ts  (24 p e rcen t v ersu s  35 p e rc e n t) .
The au th o rs  a lso  found th a t  very  few ju n io r  c o lleg e  s tu d e n ts  who had 
follow ed an o ccu p a tio n a l program had tra n s fe r re d  to  a fo u r-y ea r 
i n s t i t u t i o n  su c c e ss fu lly .
C ontrary  f in d in g s  were re p o rte d  by Shay (1966 :92), in  a study 
d ea lin g  w ith  ju n io r  c o lle g e  t r a n s f e r s  to  New York who had follow ed a 
te rm in a l program. The evidence showed th a t  even in c lu d in g  th e  time 
f a c to r ,  more of th e se  term inal-program  graduates were su c ce ss fu l in  
ea rn in g  the  b a c c a la u rea te  than  were s tu d e n ts  who cam from p rim a rily  
t r a n s f e r - o r ie n te d  program s, bu t who tra n s fe r re d  a f t e r  vary ing  amounts 
o f tim e in  th e  ju n io r  c o lle g e .
The J o in t  Committee on Ju n io r  and Senior C olleges of the  American 
C ouncil on Education  in  1966 rep o rte d : "Ju n io r co lleg e  t r a n s f e r s  enjoy
a fav o rab le  acceptance r a te  in  fo u r-y ea r  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  s u f fe r  le s s  c r e d i t  
lo ss  than  o th e r  t r a n s f e r s ,  and a re  w ell rep re sen ted  in  a l l  types of 
s e n io r  i n s t i t u t i o n s . "
W illiam  Cooley and Susan Becker, re p o r tin g  in  the January  1966 
is su e  o f P ersonnel and Guidance Jo u rn a l (464 -69 ), s ta te d :
By any common measure o f academic achievem ent o r p o te n t ia l ,  
th e se  s tu d en ts  as a group are  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  le s s  ab le  than  th e i r  
contem poraries who e n te r  fo u r-y ea r  c o lle g e s  and u n iv e r s i t ie s  d i r e c t ly  
from h igh  schoo l.
Dorothy K noell and Leland Medsker (1964:79), d isag reed :
The community c o lleg e s  have o f te n  been c r i t i c i z e d  fo r  ad m ittin g  
la rg e  numbers of "u n q u a lif ie d "  s tu d e n ts  who a re  " su c c e ss fu l"  in  
co m p etitio n  w ith t h e i r  low -achieving c lassm ates , bu t who are  unable 
to  perform  adequate ly  when they  t r a n s f e r  to  the  ju n io r  year o f a 
" re a l"  c o lle g e . N atio n a l da ta  in d ic a te  th a t  community c o lleg e  
t r a n s f e r  s tu d e n ts  a re  ex trem ely su c c e ss fu l in  fo u r-y e a r  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  
and a number of s tu d ie s  by in d iv id u a l i n s t i tu t io n s  support the 
f in d in g .
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In a study which involved some 376 s tu d en ts  who t ra n s f e r r e d  to  
one o f the nine se n io r  c o lleg es  of the  C ity  U n iv e rs ity  of New York from 
l ib e r a l  a r t s  t r a n s f e r  program s, Robert Birnbaum (1970:247-49), exp la ined  
the s ig n if ic a n c e  o f the " F i l t e r  H ypothesis" o f s e le c t iv e  t r a n s f e r  
program s. According to  Birnbaum, th e  f i l t e r  hypo thesis  s ta te s  th a t  the  
t r a n s f e r  program o f  th e  community c o lleg e  ac ted  as an agen t fo r  
se p a ra tin g  th e  p o te n t ia l ly  unsu ccessfu l fo u r-y e a r  co lleg e  s tu d e n t from 
th e  p o te n t ia l ly  su cc e ss fu l s tu d e n t. In  o rd e r fo r  th is  to  take p la c e , 
the  community co lleg e  t r a n s f e r  program had to  be s im ila r  to  co n ten t and 
d i f f i c u l t y  to  the tw o-years of a fo u r-y ea r i n s t i t u t i o n .  His f in d in g s  
re v e a le d :
The r e s u l t s  o f the a n a ly s is  of covariance in d ic a te d  th a t  both 
p o p u la tio n s  shared  a common re g re s s io n  l in e ,  and th a t  the d if fe re n c e s  
in  c o lle g e  achievem ent fo r  the two groups could be exp la ined  by 
d if fe re n c e s  in  th e i r  composite s c o re s . These d iffe re n c e s  were not 
r e la te d  to  d if fe re n c e s  in  the program or le v e l of d i f f i c u l ty  o f the 
two in s t i t u t i o n s .
A lexander A stin  (1968:63), in  d iscu ss in g  s e le c t iv e  adm ission 
p roced u res , concluded:
The f i l t e r  h y p o th esis  was c o n s is te n t w ith a b e l ie f  th a t  th e re  
may be an a b so lu te  s tandard  of g rad ing  in  the h ig h e r ed u ca tio n a l 
system , w ith s e le c t iv e  in s t i tu t io n s  awarding h ig h er grades and having 
g re a te r  success r a te s  than  u n se le c tiv e  i n s t i t u t i o n s .
A s tin  f e l t  th a t t h i s  hyp o th esis  accounted fo r the  high a t t r i t i o n  
r a te s  among community c o lleg e  s tu d en ts  in  open-door in s t i t u t i o n s ,  and 
fo r  the  success of community c o lleg e  s tu d en ts  who tra n s fe r re d  to  sen io r  
c o lle g e s .
N e v itt  Sanford , a S tanford  p sy ch o lo g is t (1962:69-72), compiled 
s tu d ie s  about co lleg e  le a rn in g :
The m a jo rity  o f American s tu d en ts  grow only g rad u a lly  in  the 
a b i l i t y  to  a p p re c ia te  what i t  means to  be a sc h o la r . The f a c t  th a t  
many never do grow in to  i t  a t  a l l ,  is  r e f le c te d  in  c o lleg e  a t t r i t i o n
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r a te s  which p e r s i s t  even In  the  most s e le c t iv e  c o lle g e s , no m a tte r  
how high the  ex p ec ta tio n s  may become. What Is  needed i s  a more 
r e a l i s t i c  a t t i tu d e  on the p a r t  o f s tu d e n ts ,  p a re n ts , and tea ch e rs  
about what to  expect in  the  t r a n s i t io n  from high school to  c o lle g e . 
Then the s tu d en t may do a more r e s o lu te  job of p rep arin g  to  r a i s e  
those ex p ec ta tio n s  each sem ester.
A t t r i t i o n  F ac to rs
Loss o f s tu d en ts  through v o lu n ta ry  w ithdraw al o r academic 
suspension , make i t  im possib le fo r  the co lle g e  o r u n iv e r s i ty  to  complete 
th e  p rocesses a s so c ia te d  w ith  s e le c t iv e  r e te n t io n ,  a b a s ic  fu n c tio n  of 
the system . According to  B axter (1967 :63):
A la rg e  d rop-ou t r a te  causes in c re a se s  in  p e r -s tu d e n t co s ts  and 
ad v erse ly  a f f e c ts  p u b lic  a t t i tu d e s  toward c o lle g e s . Since the 
ju n io r  co lleg e  has no im pera tive  ho ld ing  power, i t  p ro te c ts  i t s e l f  
a g a in s t the  d y sfu n c tio n  of a too  severe  w ithdraw al r a te  by 
developing m an ifest s t r u c tu r a l  c h a r a c te r is t ic s  th a t  f u l f i l l  th e  
l a te n t  fu n c tio n  of ho ld ing  s tu d e n ts  fo r  one sem ester.
Matson (1955:72-74), attem pted  to  id e n t i fy  the c h a r a c te r is t ic s  
of s tu d e n ts  who withdraw from E ast Contra Costa Ju n io r  College in  
Concord, C a lifo rn ia .  S t a t i s t i c a l l y  s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e s  were found 
between the w ithdraw al group and th e  group th a t  rem ained in  schoo l, 
accord ing  to  th e  fo llow ing f a c to rs :
1. Age (more o ld e r  s tu d e n ts  in  the  w ithdraw al group).
2. High school g rad u a tio n  (more non-g raduates in  w ithdraw al 
g ro u p ).
3 . High school cu rricu lum  (few er c o lle g e -p re p a ra to ry  s tu d en ts  
in  the w ithdraw al g roup).
4 . E ducational p lan  (w ithdraw al group planned on b r ie f e r  
co lleg e  t r a in in g ) .
5. O ccupational choice (more s tu d en ts  in  the  w ithdraw al group 
chose c l e r i c a l  occupations o r were undecided).
D ifferen ces between both po p u la tio n s  were n o t s i f n i f i c a n t  in  
reg ard  to :
1. Sex
2. M arita l s ta tu s
3. V eteran s ta tu s
4 . High school a tten d ed
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5. Socio-economic s ta tu s
6. Academic a p titu d e
7 . G rade-poin t average
Employment and fin an ces  were the  most f re q u e n tly  expressed  
reaso n s fo r  w ithdraw ing from th e  ju n io r  c o lle g e .
Roger M cLaughlin's study  (1966:84), d e a l t  w ith  400 males and
625 fem ales who e n ro lle d  as freshmen in  th e  C ollege o f  L ib e ra l A rts  a t
Syracuse U n iv e rs ity . Using an in strum ent c a lle d  the  D ecision  P ro cess-
In fo rm ation  Q u es tio n n a ire , he ob ta in ed  da ta  on decision-m aking  p ro cesses
\
on socio-econom ic and demographic f a c to rs  in  s e le c t in g  a c o lle g e . His 
r e s u l t s  in d ic a te d :
1. About o n e -fo u rth  o f the males and fem ales withdrew b e fo re  
the beginning  o f th e  sophomore y ea r.
2. T h irteen  p e rcen t o f the  males and ten  p e rce n t o f th e  fem ales 
withdrew w ith f a i l in g  averages.
3. Eleven p e rcen t of the males and fo u rte e n  p e rcen t of the  
fem ales d id  not r e tu rn  although they were in  accep tab le  
academic s tan d in g .
4 . E ighteen  p e rcen t o f th e  males and ten  p e rc e n t o f  the fem ales 
e n ro lle d  as sophomores on academic p ro b a tio n .
5. Those who withdrew w ith  f a i l in g  averages g e n e ra lly  ranked 
low in  t h e i r  h igh  school g rad u a tin g  c la s s e s  and were w e ll 
below th e  mean h igh  school ran k s.
6. S tudents who withdrew had a tendency to  u n d erestim ate  the 
le v e l  of academic com petition  they would en co u n te r. This 
f in d in g  was o b ta ined  w ith the C ollege C h a ra c te r is t ic  Index.
McLaughlin re p o rte d  th a t  about f o r ty  p e rcen t of a freshman c la s s  
may be expected to  rem ain four years  and earn  deg rees.
"On th e  average, approxim ately  h a l f  of the American c o lle g e  
s tu d e n ts  in  b ac ca la u rea te  degree programs p e r s i s t  to  th e  com pletion of 
a degree w ith in  fo u r years  fo llow ing  m a tr ic u la t io n ,"  accord ing  to  
Leyhmann Robinson (1967:84).
Using f a c to r  a n a ly s is ,  Robinson compared the  e v a u la tio n s  o f 
2800 s tu d e n ts  who e n ro lle d  a t  the  Urbana campus of th e  U n iv e rs ity  of 
I l l i n o i s  as freshmen in  th e  f a l l  o f 1962. To c o lleg e  p e r t in e n t
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in fo rm atio n , he used a S tudent In fo rm atio n  Form which he d ev ised . His 
r e s u l t s  were used to  ex p lo re  a d isc r im in a n t a n a ly s is  procedure:
1. Male and female s tu d e n ts  who were dropped by the m ajor a reas  
o f the u n iv e r s i ty  expressed  a g re a te r  degree of 
d i s s a t i s f a c t io n  w ith  advisem ent, s c h o la s t ic  h a b i t s ,  and 
fa c u lty  f a c to r s ,  w hile  th o se  who p e r s is te d  expressed 
s a t i s f a c t io n  w ith  th ese  f a c to r s .
2. N eith er male nor fem ale s tu d e n ts  who were dropped were v ery  
d i s s a t i s f i e d  w ith  the s o c ia l  environm ent nor s tu d y -ty p e  
co n d itio n s  f a c to r s .
3. The f a c t  th a t  th e re  were on ly  sm all d if fe re n c e s  among the 
v a rio u s  g roups' e v a lu a tio n s  of the f in a n c ia l  f a c to r  d id  not 
support the c o n te n tio n  th a t  f in a n c ia l  problems are a m ajor 
cause of a t t r i t i o n  among c o lle g e  s tu d e n ts .
In  an i n i t i a l  re p o r t  compiled by th e  Auburn U n iv e rs ity  O ffice  
o f I n s t i tu t io n a l  Research (1 9 6 3 :4 ), d e a lin g  w ith  r e te n t io n  s tu d ie s  on 
campus, th e  re sea rch  tean  found:
O bviously a concern a t  t h i s  s ta g e  o f the s tudy  i s  the 
d e te rm in a tio n  of reasons why s tu d e n ts  in te r r u p t  o r te rm in a te  th e i r  
p u r s u i t  of a degree program. I t  i s  now p o s s ib le  to  r e p o r t  only 
th a t  125 (110 males and 15 fem ales) o f the 352 c a s u a l t ie s  (35 .5  
p e rc e n t)  were d i r e c t ly  a t t r ib u ta b le  to  academic d e f ic ie n c ie s .  That 
i s  125 persons had been suspended because of f a i lu r e  to  pass f iv e  
hours in  any one q u a r te r ,  o r any of th e  o th e r  reasons fo r  academic 
suspension . This re p re se n ts  only  7 .9  p e rc e n t o f th e  1500 e n tr a n ts .
Reasons Why Auburn Freshmen Dropped Out 
During T h e ir F i r s t  Year
Reasons Male Female T o ta l
Low grades - Suspensions 110 15 125
Finances 53 20 73
M arriage an d /o r became mother 11 30 41
H ealth  & perso n a l problems 7 7 14
N earer p a re n ts , f ia n c e , husband 7 9 16
P re fe rre d  work—fu tu re  u n c e r ta in 3 8 11
Course, s o c ia l  a c t i v i t i e s  lim ite d 11 7 18
Lost i n t e r e s t  in  school 9 4 13
Entered  m il i ta ry  se rv ic e s 7 0 7
S uspended-D iscip linary  reasons 0 3 3
Deceased 1 0 1
T o ta l 219 103 322
Academic F ac to rs
According to  the B u l le t in .  1967-1968. Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  
and A g r ic u ltu ra l  and M echanical C ollege G eneral C atalog . U ndergraduate 
S c h o la s tic  R equirem ents.
S ec tio n  B 3:
A s tu d en t who has been on s c h o la s t ic  p ro b a tio n  w i l l  be dropped 
from th e  r o l l s  o f the  U n iv e rs ity  a t  th e  end o f any sem ester o r 
summer term  du ring  which he f a i l s  to  earn  a t  le a s t  a 2 .0  average, 
u n le ss  a t  th a t  tim e he has a t  l e a s t  a 2 .0  average on a l l  co lle g e  
work attem pted  and on a l l  work attem pted  in  th e  LSU System.
S ec tio n  B 4:
R egard less o f a s tu d e n t 's  o v e ra ll  average, i f  he f a i l s  to  earn  
a 2 .0  average in  each o f two consecu tive  sem esters (o r  one sem ester 
and a summer term ) he may be d ec la red  in e l ig ib le  to  con tinue in  a 
p a r t ic u la r  curricu lum , a t  th e  d is c r e t io n  of the  dean of the c o lle g e .
A re p o r t  e n t i t l e d ,  "Academic Suspensions Under the  Six-Hour 
C re d it , S ix -Q u a lity  C red it and 1 .0  R egu la tions fo r  E n terin g  Freshmen a t  
LSU," a t o t a l  of 1099 s tu d en ts  (15 .1  p e rc en t)  were suspended on a l l  
campuses of the LSU System a t  the  com pletion of the 1968-1969 academic 
y e a r . Of th i s  t o t a l ,  354 s tu d e n ts  o r 23.6 p e rcen t were dropped from 
the tw o-year campuses and 745 (13 .9  p e rc en t)  were d ischarged  from the 
fo u r-y e a r  campuses.
M etzger (1958:87-90), s tu d ie d  the  r e la t io n s h ip  between high 
school academic averages and r e te n t io n  a t  Syracuse U n iv e rs ity . His 
r e s u l t s  in d ic a te d :
1. Achievement of a s a t i s f a c to r y  g rad e -p o in t r a t i o  du ring  the 
f i r s t  sem ester a t  Syracuse is  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  r e la te d  to  a 
h igh  school average of 77 o r above.
2. Achievement of a s a t i s f a c to r y  g rad e -p o in t r a t i o  a t  th e  end 
of the  f i r s t  o r second sem ester a t  Syracuse i s  h ig h ly  
r e la te d  to  r e te n t io n .
An e x p lo ra to ry  a n a ly s is  was made of the o p e ra tio n  of an academic- 
p ro b a tio n -a t-e n tra n c e  p o lic y  in  one of the  C a lifo rn ia  p u b lic  ju n io r
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c o lle g e s , by John McCuen (1967:101-102). The outcomes expected  were to  
r a i s e  s tu d e n ts ' high school achievem ent, to  cause s tu d en ts  to  s e le c t  
more r e a l i s t i c  o v e ra ll  co lle g e  program s, and to  "shock" s tu d e n ts  in to  
r e a l iz in g  th a t  they  must ach ieve s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  a t  once o r face  
d is q u a l i f ic a t io n .  The e x is te n c e  of th i s  p o lic y  d id  n o t cause s tu d en ts  
to  ach ieve a t  a h ig h e r le v e l  th an  s tu d e n ts  who were no t involved w ith 
t h i s  program.
Robert Jones (1964:87-90) designed a study  to  ev a lu a te  c e r ta in  
c h a r a c te r is t ic s  and achievem ents of the s tu d e n ts  who were adm itted  to  
W ashington S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  w ith  a h igh  school g ra d e -p o in t average of 
le s s  th a n t 2 .5 0 . The major f in d in g s  of h is  study  were:
1. F o r ty -s ix  p e rcen t dropped out of c o lle g e  du ring  th e  f i r s t  
two sem este rs.
2. Twenty-seven p e rc e n t from th i s  group g rad u a ted , as compared 
to  th ir ty - s e v e n  p e rcen t from a l l  s tu d e n ts .
3 . F ifty - tw o  p e rcen t were from -high schools o f more than  one 
thousand s tu d e n ts .
4. Forty-tw o p e rcen t the fa th e rs  were from some form of 
p ro fe s s io n a l o r 'm an ag eria l c la s s e s .
5. The f a th e r  of the average s tu d en t in  the sample had an 
education  of approxim ately  e lev en  years  and the m other, 
e leven  and a h a l f  y e a rs .
6. Twenty-seven p e rcen t of the s tu d e n ts  in  the sample w ith le s s  
than  a 2 .50  high school g rad e -p o in t average g raduated  from 
W ashington S ta te  U n iv e rs ity .
7. More males than  fem ales g rad u a ted .
American College T estin g  Proeram F ac to rs
According to  a re p o r t  e n t i t l e d ,  "ACT P r o f i le  R eport, Louisiana
S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  System, 1967-1972," issu ed  by the  O ffice  of
I n s t i t u t i o n a l  R esearch, on March 14, 1973, th re e  norm ative
c h a r a c te r is t i c s  of the ACT were considered  when read ing  ACT in fo rm ation :
1. Normative c h a r a c te r is t i c s  were taken  from a converted  
s tandard  score s c a le  u s in g  "1" as low and "36" as h ig h .
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2. "16" was th e  approxim ate median score o f u n se le c ted  
n a t io n a l  samples o f f i r s t  sem ester high school s e n io rs .
3. "20" was th e  approxim ate median score of f i r s t  sem ester 
co llege-bound  high school s e n io rs .
In  Table 1, th e  ACT C lass P r o f i le  o f beginning freshmen on a l l  
campuses o f the  LSU System was compared fo r  the  1967 through 1972 
c la s s e s .  The 1968-1969 System mean fo r  the  com posite score  was 19 .7 .
A comparable mean sco re  o f 19.8 was re p o rte d  fo r  the  male s tu d e n ts  in  
t h i s  s tu d y . A s l i g h t ly  lower mean score  of 18.4 was rep o rted  fo r  th e  
fem ales on a l l  campuses of the LSU System.
The r e te n t io n  s tudy  p ub lished  by the O ffice  o f I n s t i tu t io n a l  
Research of Auburn U n iv e rs ity , con ta ined  in fo rm ation  r e l a t iv e  to  ACT 
com posite sco res  in  re fe re n c e  to  e a r ly  le av e rs  on th a t  campus:
C le a r ly , th e  mean com posite o f the suspended s tu d en ts  was 
m a te r ia l ly  low er than  th a t  o f those  who d isco n tin u ed  fo r  o th e r  
re a so n s , however, i t  was s t i l l  s u f f i c ie n t ly  h igh  to  expect 
s a t i s f a c to r y  c o lle g e  work. Of equal s ig n if ic a n c e  was the f a c t  th a t  
th e  mean ACT com posite of the 190 s tu d en ts  who, fo r  o th e r reaso n s, 
had n o t re tu rn e d  to  Auburn fo r  the f a l l  q u a r te r  o f 1964 was 22 .38 . 
This was somewhat h ig h e r  than  the ACT mean com posite of a l l  freshmen 
who en te red  fo r  the f a l l  q u a r te r  of 1963. This would in d ic a te  
s tro n g ly  th a t  many of Auburn’s more capable s tu d en ts  v o lu n ta r i ly  
l e f t  du ring  the  freshman y ea r.
C urriculum  F ac to rs
The cu rricu lum  s tru c tu r e  o f h ig h e r edu ca tio n  has undergone a 
r a d ic a l  r e v is io n .  There e x is te d  an extrem ely marked gap between the 
c u l tu r a l  p a t te rn s  which th e  u n iv e r s i ty  had t r a d i t io n a l ly  made i t s  own, 
and th e  type of t r a in in g  which most u n iv e r s i ty  s tu d en ts  demanded of i t .
Floud (1963 :43-44), found the  "new" s tu d en t and teach e r to  be 
a v o c a tio n a lly -o r ie n te d  s o c ia l  u p ro o t, what McGrath and R u sse ll (1958) 
c a l le d  the  conversion  of l ib e r a l  ed u ca tio n  in to  undergraduate
Table 1
ACT C lass P ro f i le  R eport-E nro lled  Freshmen
Alexandria Baton Rouge Euncle - New Orleans Shreveport System
Engl. Hath. Comp. Engl. Hath. Comp. Engl. Hath. Comp. Engl. Hath. Comp. Engl. Hath. Comp. Engl. Hath. Comp.
1972-73 16.5 16.4 16.8 19.5 21.1 20.7 17.6 18.0 18.6 18.0 19.3 19.0 17.9 17.6 18.5 Report Hot Published
1971-72 Scores not 
A vailab le
19.6 21.2 20.7 16.6 17.3 17.3 17.7 18.9 18.6 18.0 17.3 18.5 18.7 20.2 19.7
1970-71 16.5 16.3 16.9 19.9 21.1 21.3 17.1 18.1 18.2 18.0 19.0 18.8 18.5 19.1 19.5 18.8 20.2 19.8
1969-70 17.8 17.9 18.2 20.3 21.7 21.3 17.7 18.2 18.3 18.2 19.2 18.8 18.5 18.5 19.1 19.2 20.3 20.0
1968-69 16.6 16.1 17.1 20.1 21.2 21.p 16.7 15.3 16.4 18.3 18.5 18.8 18.0 16.9 18.3 19.1 19.5 19.7
1967-68 17.8 18.3 18.4 19.9 20.0 20.9 15.2 15.2 15.8 18.5 18.7 19.1 .18.0 17.5 18.8 Report Not Published
R eprinted w ith perm ission:
O ffice  of I n s t i tu t io n a l  Research 
Louisiana S ta te  U n ivers ity  System
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p ro fe s s io n a l t r a in in g .  T he ir evidence suggested  th a t  v o ca tio n a lism  had  
indeed made s u b s ta n t ia l  moves in to  th e  l i b e r a l  a r t s  curricu lum .
Many c o lleg e s  and u n iv e r s i t ie s  have found a need to  m ain ta in  
f l e x i b i l i t y  in  cu rricu lum  c o n s tru c tio n  to  accommodate the la rg e  number 
of s tu d e n ts  who move on to  u n iv e r s i ty  a tten d an ce .
Jacob (1957 :28-30), in d ic a te d  th a t  i f  i t  were tru e  th a t  the  
v o c a tio n a l ou tlook  had in c reased  i t s  hold  on h ig h e r ed u ca tio n , then  the  
b e s t  o f the l ib e r a l  a r t s  c o lle g e s  had r e s i s te d  t h i s  trend  th e  m ost.
Eddy (1959:74-76), concluded: "The c o lle g e s  th a t  have had the
g re a te s t  impact on t h e i r  s tu d e n ts  have been c o n s is te n t  in  r e la t in g  
pedagogical means to  en d s."
E m pirical s c a le s  were co n s tru c ted  by John Smith (1967:79-81), 
fo r  a f a c to r ia l ly - d e r iv e d ,  v o ca tio n a l i n te r e s t  in v en to ry , th a t  would 
d i f f e r e n t i a t e  among s tu d e n ts  e n ro lle d  in  th re e  c u r r ic u la r  a reas of a 
fo u r-y e a r  c o lle g e , and r e l a t e  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  to  achievem ent, s a t i s f a c t io n ,  
and p e rs is te n c e  in  c o lle g e . Among h is  f in d in g s , he concluded th a t  no 
s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e s  were ev id en t between th e  c u r r ic u la r  a rea  sco res 
o f p e r s i s te r s  and n o n -p e r s is te r s .  However, in  each in s tan ce  the 
a p ti tu d e  le v e l  of the p e r s i s te r s  was h ig h er than  the n o n -p e rs is te r s .
C o -c u rr ic u la r  F ac to rs
A v i t a l  a sp ec t of in te rp e rso n a l r e la t io n s h ip  was th e  involved 
c o -c u r r ic u la r  or e x t r a - c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s  program of c o lle g e s  and 
u n iv e r s i t i e s .  O ften , e x t r a -c la s s  a c t i v i t i e s  have helped s tu d e n ts ' 
m o tiv a tio n  to  s ta y  in  schoo l.
Hillw ay (1958:79-80), s ta te d ;
Two-year c o lle g e s  appear to  have a la rg e r  p ro p o rtio n  of th e i r  
s tu d e n ts  engaged in  e x t r a - c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s  than do the
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fo u r-y ea r in s t i t u t i o n s .  This may be the  r e s u l t ,  in  p a r t ,  o f the 
sm alle r average s iz e  o f the tw o-year c o lle g e s . Some ju n io r  
c o lle g e s  re p o rt  very  l i t t l e  in te r e s t  in  th e  e x t r a - c u r r ic u la r  
program. While th e  c o -c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s  of a c o lle g e  ought no t 
to  overshadow the academic program, th e re  seems l i t t l e  q u e s tio n  
th a t  th e  tw o-year co lleg e  has an e x c e lle n t  o p p o rtu n ity  to  s tre n g th en  
th e  development o f c h a ra c te r  and le a d e rsh ip  by sponsoring  and 
p ro p e rly  su p erv is in g  such a c t i v i t i e s .
In  a study comparing the degree of involvem ent in  e x t r a -c la s s  
a c t i v i t i e s  between commuter s tu d en ts  from a la rg e  urban commuter 
i n s t i t u t i o n ,  and s tu d en ts  from a r u r a l  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  James Owen (1967 :86), 
found:
A g re a te r  p ro p o rtio n  of th e  commuter s tu d en ts  from the urban 
u n iv e r s i ty  p a r t ic ip a te d  in  th e  e x tr a -c la s s  a c t i v i t i e s  program than  
did  the  commuter s tu d e n ts  from th e  non-urban u n iv e r s i ty .
M i l le t t  (1964:132-33), considered  s o c ia l  a c t iv i ty  as a second 
curricu lum :
The s o c ia l  l i f e  of s tu d en ts  in  i t s  most fav o rab le  l i g h t  may be 
considered  a kind o f la b o ra to ry  in  which a p r a c t ic a l  ed u ca tio n  
occurs s im ultaneously  w ith  the  more a b s tr a c t  o r th e o r e t ic a l  
education  of the classroom . In  th i s  sen se , s tu d en t s o c ia l  a c t i v i t y  
i s  a tru e  second cu rricu lum , p rov id ing  v a lu ab le  ex p erien ce , from 
p o l i t i c a l  campaigns to  te le v is io n  p ro d u c tio n , from e d i t in g  and 
p u b lish in g  to  a newspaper to  composing and producing a m usical 
comedy, from c la s s ic a l  drama to  jazz  c o n c e r ts , from fo re ig n  language 
co n v ersa tio n s  to  c h a r i ta b le  money r a is in g .  The s o c ia l  l i f e  o f a 
c o lleg e  campus i s  le a rn in g  through a c tio n .
M il le t t  fu r th e r  s ta te d  th a t  s tu d en t s o c ia l  l i f e  i s  undoubtedly 
a p a r t  of the m atu ra tio n  p ro cess .
Housing F ac to rs
S tudent housing has been s tu d ie d  in  r e la t io n  to  i t s  im portance 
in  c o lleg e  r e te n t io n .  The co lleg e  o r u n iv e r s i ty  w ith a commuting 
s tu d en t body d id  have sp e c ia l problem s, according  to  M i l le t t  (1960:27). 
He im plied:
The home environment may not encourage le a rn in g  by th e  s tu d e n t, 
e s p e c ia l ly  i f  th e  s tu d e n t was involved w ith  p a r t- tim e  work. The
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s tu d en t may be so d is t r a c te d  by o th er a sp ec ts  of s o c ia l  l iv in g  th a t  
he gave le s s  and le s s  a t t e n t io n  to  co lle g e  g rad es , e v e n tu a lly  
dropping ou t o f  schoo l.
Hountras and Brandt (1963:84-85), concluded th a t ;
The type of re sid en ce  is  im portan t in  the  academic perform ance 
of co lleg e  s tu d e n ts . S tudents l iv in g  in  u n iv e r s i ty  re s id en ce  h a l l s  
had a s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er mean g rad e -p o in t average than  did  
s tu d en ts  re s id in g  a t  home or off-cam pus.
M ille r  (1962:39), compared housing to  i t s  im portance w ith  an 
academic s e t t in g :
In  the r e s id e n t ia l  c o lle g e  or u n iv e r s i ty ,  housing of s tu d en ts  
i s  an im portan t p a r t  of academic l i f e .  The s tu d en t l iv e s  away from 
home. He has g o tten  away from h is  p a re n ta l  ro o f and s u rv e i l la n c e .
The co lleg e  or u n iv e r s i ty  to  some degree must s u b s t i tu te  i t s  
su p e rv is io n  fo r  th a t  of th e  p a re n ts .  More than  t h i s ,  the  c o lle g e  
o r u n iv e r s i ty  must seek to  promote or encourage s o c ia l  a c t i v i t y  by 
s tu d e n ts  which complements, bu t does n o t compete w ith i n t e l l e c tu a l  
a b i l i t y .
S o r re l l  Chesin (1967:79-82), in v e s tig a te d  the  e f f e c ts  o f some 
in te ra c t io n  between freshmen and upperclassm en on a t t i t u d e s ,  v a lu e s , 
academic, and s o c ia l  b eh av o ria l c h a r a c te r is t i c s  o f male freshm en. He 
found th a t :
1. L iv ing  in  c lo se  p rox im ity  to  upperclassm en in  i t s e l f ,  was 
not a major f a c to r  in  a f f e c t in g  the  a t t i t u d e s  and v a lu e s .
In  g en e ra l, a l l  freshmen tended to  become more m ature, 
f le x ib le ,  and le s s  s te re o ty p ic  in  a t t i tu d e s  and b e l i e f s ,  
and more emergent in  th e i r  v a lu e  o r ie n ta t io n .
2. Freshmen g rad e -p o in t averages and academic p ro b a tio n s  were 
no t r e la te d  to  degree of c o n tac t w ith the  male upperclassm en.
3. A g re a te r  number o f freshmen in  u p p e rc la ss  re s id en ce  h a l l s  
withdrew from th e  u n iv e r s i ty  during  the academic year than  
freshmen in  freshmen d o rm ito r ie s .
I t  could have been h ypo thesized , accord ing  to  C hesin, th a t  
s tu d en ts  re s id in g  off-campus and a t  home, were deprived  o f the on-going 
s tim u la tio n  p re sen t in  res id en ce  h a l l s ,  an in te rp e rs o n a l p rocess which 
h e lp s  to  develop the v a lu e s , a t t i t u d e s ,  and academic goals which a re  
n ecessary  fo r  academic success in  c o lle g e .
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F in a n c ia l Aid F ac to rs
A defined  c h a r a c te r i s t i c  o f ju n io r  co lle g e  s tu d en ts  was th e  
la rg e  number who earned p a r t  o r a l l  o f th e  money fo r  co lle g e  expenses 
w hile  a tte n d in g  c o lle g e . This f a c t  was no t uni.formly predom inant; i t  
v a r ie d  according to  the type of ju n io r  co llege., On the  b a s is  o f f ig u re s  
compiled from American Ju n io r  C o lleg es , by Edmund G leazer, J r .  
(1964:40-42):
Over fo r ty  p e rc en t o f the  s tu d e n ts  in  lo c a l  or d i s t r i c t  ju n io r  
c o lle g e s  d isp la y  i t ,  w hile in  th e  c h u rc h -re la te d  ju n io r  c o lle g e s , 
on ly  f i f t e e n  p e rc e n t do; in  independent ju n io r  c o lle g e s , t h i r t y  
p e rcen t ea rn  th ese  funds to  meet c o lle g e  expenses.
In  summary, th e re  were a v a r ie ty  o f reasons fo r  s tu d en ts  to  
rem ain in  c o lle g e , o r  s u f f e r  the h a rd sh ip s  o f s tu d en t w ithd raw als, both 
v o lu n ta ry  and under suspension . P re ssu re s  r e s u l t in g  from f in a n c ia l  
tro u b le s ,  i l l n e s s ,  fam ily  r e s p o n s ib i l i t i e s ,  n o n -p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  
c o -c u r r ic u la r  o r s o c ia l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  poor choice of curricu lum , 
im m aturity , s i tu a t io n s —fa c to rs  which may a l l  have a f fe c te d  th e  d e c is io n  
on w hether to  drop ou t o r rem ain in  c o lle g e .
Many s tu d en ts  dropped out o r were dropped from c o lleg e  r o l l s  
because they  d id  n o t understand  what they were g e t t in g  involved in .
F a lse  n o tio n s  o f p r e s t ig e ,  immature a t t i t u d e s ,  q u es tio n ab le  m o tiv a tio n , 
and th e  use o f i r r e le v a n t  o r  u n c e r ta in  f a c to r s  in  the  s e le c t io n  of a 
co lle g e  have f re q u e n tly  led  to  d is a s tro u s  ch o ices . This w aste could 
p o s s ib ly  have been avoided by c a re fu l c o n s id e ra tio n  a t  th e  o u ts e t  o f the 
human investm ent involved .
Hoy (1967L69), s ta te d :
The most common reason  i s  th a t  the  s tu d en t chose the  wrong 
c o lleg e  in  the f i r s t  p la c e . Some s tu d en ts  rebound from f a i lu r e  and 
resume th e i r  education  w ith in te r e s t  and energy. T heir l a t e r  success
29
i s  o f te n  a t t r ib u te d  to  t h e i r  e a r l i e r  experience o f f a i lu r e .  I t  i s  
more l ik e ly  th a t  t h i s  i n i t i a l  f a i lu r e  was r e la te d  to  a c a re le s s  
approach to  c o lle g e , beg inn ing  w ith  the  adm issions p rocess  and 
extending  to  th e  academic ex p erien ce .
SUMMARY
The fo llow ing  co nclusions were drawn from the  re p o rte d  
l i t e r a t u r e :
1. The tw o-year community c o lle g e s  were b a s ic a l ly  s e t  up to  
meet lo c a l  community needs, w hile  the cu rricu lum  of the  tw o-year branch 
campuses was o r ie n te d  toward th e  fo u r-y e a r  degree program s.
2 . Many s tu d e n ts  a tten d ed  community c o lle g e s  because of the 
c o n tin u a tio n  of the home in flu e n c e  and the  sav ings thus r e a l iz e d .
3 . The g re a te s t  ad justm en t to  be made by th e  beg inn ing  freshm en 
was the e f f i c i e n t  use of l e i s u r e  tim e—m ain ta in in g  re g u la r  study hours 
in  a d d it io n  to  s o c ia l  p u r s u i ts .
4 . Two-year t r a n s f e r  s tu d e n ts  g e n e ra lly  experienced  a tem porary 
drop in  g rad e-p o in t average du ring  t h e i r  f i r s t  term  a f t e r  t r a n s f e r ,  bu t 
th e  p e r s is t in g  s tu d e n ts  g e n e ra lly  improved in  su ccessiv e  term s.
5. A t t r i t i o n  r a te s  were g e n e ra lly  h ig h e r  f o r  tw o-year t r a n s f e r  
s tu d e n ts  than fo r the "n a tiv e "  s tu d e n ts  in  th e  upper d iv is io n s  on fo u r-  
y ea r campuses, during  the  f i r s t  y ea r .
6. C ontrary  f in d in g s  r e l a t iv e  to  te rm in a l program t r a n s f e r  
s tu d e n ts  were re p o rte d . W illinghaus and F indikyan in d ic a te d  th a t  few 
of th e se  s tu d e n ts  t r a n s f e r r e d  s u c c e s s fu lly , w h ile  Shay re p o rte d  th a t  
more of th e se  s tu d en ts  were su c c e ss fu l in  ea rn in g  a degree than  t r a n s f e r -  
o r ie n te d  s tu d e n ts .
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7. The " F i l t e r  H ypothesis" o f s e le c t iv e  t r a n s f e r  programs used 
in  s e p a ra tin g  th e  p o te n t ia l ly  su c c e ss fu l from the  p o te n t ia l ly  
u n su ccessfu l t r a n s f e r  s tu d e n ts ,  was b a s ic a l ly  a d iffe re n c e  in  composite 
sco res  o f s tu d e n ts  and n o t r e la te d  to  d if fe re n c e s  in  program s.
8. V arious reasons were o u tlin e d  fo r  s tu d en t w ithdraw als and 
c o n f l ic t in g  f a c to rs  r e l a t iv e  to  a t t r i t i o n  were re p o rte d , in  re fe re n ce  
to  co lle g e  g ra d e -p o in t s c o re s , f in a n c e s , and s o c ia l  f a c to r s .  General 
agreem ent was in d ic a te d  fo r  sex , socio-econom ic f a c to r s ,  h igh school 
g rad es, and age o f w ithdraw ing s tu d e n ts .
9 . Achievement of a s a t i s f a c to r y  g rad e -p o in t average a t  the 
end of the f i r s t  y ea r was h ig h ly  r e la te d  to  r e te n t io n  in  co llege '.
10. Between f o r ty  and f i f t y  p e rc e n t o f a freshman c la s s  may be 
expected to  com plete a fo u r-y e a r  degree program.
11. S tuden ts who were adm itted  to  c o lle g e  w ith le s s  than 
d e s ira b le  h igh  school g rad e -p o in t av erag es, d id  no t perform  
s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  and dropped ou t w ith  g re a te r  frequency than  re g u la r  
s tu d e n ts .  Those who d id  p e r s i s t  tended to  do as w ell as re g u la r  
s tu d e n ts .
12. In  th e  Auburn U n iv e rs ity  s tu d y , th e  mean ACT composite score 
of s tu d e n ts  who withdrew during  the freshm an y ea r , was h ig h e r than  the  
sco res  o f a l l  freshm en.
13. S tuden ts  e n ro lle d  in  v a rio u s  c u r r ic u la r  a reas  showed no 
s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e s  in  g rad e -p o in t averages than  s tu d en ts  who 
p e r s i s te d  and those  who dropped o u t.
14. C o -c u rr ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s  were rep o rte d  as a s ig n i f ic a n t  
"second curricu lum " in  developing  s tu d en t i n t e r e s t ,  m o tiv a tio n , and 
m a tu ra tio n .
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15. C ollege dorm itory  housing was a s ig n if ic a n t  f a c to r  in  h e lp in g  
s tu d e n ts  to  develop s e l f - d i s c ip l in e ,  em otional m a tu rity , and academic 
su ccess . S tudents l iv in g  a t  home lacked th is  on-going ex p erien ce .
16. A la rg e  p ro p o rtio n  o f c o lle g e  s tu d en ts  earned p a r t  o r a l l  
o f  th e i r  expenses through p a r t- tim e  work.
In  summarizing the l i t e r a t u r e ,  tw o-year campus t r a n s f e r  s tu d e n ts  
who s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  completed a y e a r ’ s r e g i s t r a t io n  on a fo u r-y e a r  campus, 
u s u a lly  were as su c ce ss fu l in  com pleting a degree program as th e  "n a tiv e "  
fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d e n ts .  S tu d en ts ' sex , socio-econom ic f a c to r s ,  high 
school g rades, age, and f i r s t  year co lle g e  grades were s ig n i f ic a n t  
f a c to rs  in  determ ining  co lleg e  a t t r i t i o n  r a t e s .  In  a d d it io n , c o lleg e  
dorm itory  housing and e x t r a - c u r r ic u la r  p a r t ic ip a t io n  were re p o rte d  as 
s ig n i f ic a n t  fa c to rs  in  developing s tu d en t i n t e r e s t ,  m o tiv a tio n , and 
m atu ra tio n .
Chapter 3
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA
Each y ear thousands o f high school g raduates  throughout th is  
co u n try  e n te r  tw o-year in s t i t u t i o n s  of h ig h e r  le a rn in g , e i th e r  w ith 
the  in te n t io n  o f l a t e r  t r a n s f e r r in g  to  fo u r-y e a r  program s, o r w ith the  
ap p aren t r e a l i z a t io n  th a t  th e  tw o-year programs w i l l  culm inate th e i r  
form al ed u ca tio n .
The problem under in v e s t ig a t io n  was to  determ ine whether the  
s tu d e n ts  on the  tw o-year campuses o f the L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  
System were drawn from th e  same p o p u la tio n  as those on the fo u r-y ea r 
campuses. A f u r th e r  problem was to  determ ine w hether th ese  same s tu d en ts  
experience s im ila r  problems of ad ju stm en t, economic need, and academic 
a n t ic ip a t io n ,  as w ell as th e  ed u ca tio n a l success of t h e i r  fo u r-y ea r 
c o u n te rp a r ts .
A c h i-sq u a re  t e s t  was used to  t e s t  fo r  independence between 
background fa c to rs  and type of campus (tw o-year v s .  fo u r-y ea r)  o f 
o r ig in a l  e n try  fo r  freshm an s tu d e n ts .  A l e a s t  squares a n a ly s is  o f 
v a rian ce  techn ique was used to  t e s t  the  d iffe re n c e  between h igh  school 
g rad e -p o in t averages in  fo u r su b je c t a re a s ,  w ith  s tan d ard ized  t e s t s  
(American C ollege T estin g  Program ), and freshm an, sophomore, and ju n io r  
y ear grades a t  th e  c o lle g e  le v e l .
F u rth e r use of the  c h i-sq u a re  technique was made to  t e s t  fo r  the 
s ig n if ic a n c e  of th e  d iffe re n c e  between s tu d en ts  on th e  tw o-year campuses
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and those on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses, who were p laced  on academic 
p ro b a tio n , dropped, o r suspended from th e  i n s t i tu t io n s .
The c o e f f ic ie n t  o f c o r re la t io n  was used to  determ ine the 
r e la t io n s h ip  between g rad e-p o in t averages of s tu d en ts  who tra n s fe r re d  
from tw o-year campuses, w ith those who were o r ig in a l ly  enroTled a t  
th e  fo u r-y e a r  in s t i t u t i o n s .
D ifferen ces were accepted as s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  .05 .
PRESENTATION OF DATA
The d a ta  in  Table 2 show a comparison of c la s s  s iz e s  o f both 
male and fem ale high school g raduates from Louisiana h igh  sch o o ls , who 
en te re d  one of the campuses of the L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  System 
in  the f a l l  of 1968.
The few est number of s tu d en ts  on both the tw o-year and fo u r-  
y ear campuses were g raduated  from schoo ls w ith  v ery  sm all g raduating  
c l a s s e s - - le s s  than  25 s e n io rs . The 25 males and 18 fem ales from th ese  
sm all c la s s e s  on the  tw o-year campuses rep re sen ted  approxim ately 
tw ice th e  percen tage of males and fem ales on the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses 
(5 .31  p e rcen t and 6 .74 p e rcen t to  3 .94  p e rcen t and 3 .10  p e rc e n t) .
Almost o n e - th ird  of the s tu d en ts  on the  tw o-year campuses were 
g raduated  from high schools w ith  th re e  types o f c la s s  s iz e —25 to  99 
g rad u a te s ; 100 to  399 g rad u a tes ; and 400 o r more g rad u a tes .
The la r g e s t  number o f s tu d e n ts  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses 
g raduated  from high  schools w ith 100 to  399 g rad u a te s . Of th e  325 
males (58.35 p e rc e n t)  and 225 fem ales (49.89 p e rc e n t) ,  557 males and 
451 fem ales on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses were rep re sen ted  in  th is  ca teg o ry .
Table 2
High School S en ior C lass S ize by Type of C ollege Campus
C lass S ize
Type of Less than 25 25 - 99 100 - 399 400i o r More T otal
Campus M F T M F T M F T M F T M F T
Two-Year
No.
%
25
5.31
18
6.74
43. 134
28.45
83
31.09
217 155
32.90
86 241 
32.31
157
33.34
80
29.96
237 471
100.00
267
100.00
738
Four-Year
No.
%
22
3.94
14
3.10
36 71
12.75
88
19.52
159 325
58.34
225 550 
49.89
139
24.96
124
27.49
263 557
100.00
451
100.00
1008
% 2 -  26.873 (based on to t a l )  
<P<-01)
u >
■P*
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A pproxim ately o n e -fo u rth  of the  males and fem ales on th e  fo u r- 
y ea r campuses a tten d ed  h igh  schools w ith  400 o r more g rad u a te s . The 
139 males (24.96 p e rc en t)  and 124 fem ales (27 .49  p e rcen t)  c o n s ti tu te d  
sm alle r percen tag es  than  the 157 males (33 .34  p e rcen t)  and 80 fem ales 
(29 .96  p e rcen t)  on th e  tw o-year campuses.
Only 12.75 p e rcen t of the  males and 19.52 p ercen t o f the fem ales 
were graduated  from h igh  schools w ith 25 to  99 g rad u a tes . These 
p e rcen tag es  compare w ith  28.45 p e rcen t of the males and 31.09 p e rcen t 
o f the  fem ales on th e  tw o-year campuses. S tuden ts from la rg e r  high 
schools (100 to  399 g rad u a tes) en te red  the fo u r-y e a r  campuses w ith  much 
g re a te r  frequency than  th e  tw o-year campuses (70 p e rcen t to  30 p e rc e n t) .
In  summary, only  a sm all number o f s tu d e n ts  who graduated  from 
very  sm all h igh sch o o ls , a c tu a l ly  en te red  one of the campuses o f th e  
LSU System. S tuden ts  from f a i r l y  la rg e  h igh  schools (100 to  399 
g rad u a tes) were more l ik e ly  to  e n te r  the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses than  th e  
tw o-year campuses. G en era lly , s tu d e n ts  from th re e  types of s e n io r  
c la s s e s —25 to  99 g rad u a te s ; 100 to  399 g rad u a te s ; and 400 or more 
s e n io r s —en te red  th e  tw o-year campuses w ith  equal frequency. A c h i-  
square procedure was used to  t e s t  the  independence between c la s s  s iz e  
and type of campus. A ch i-sq u a re  o f 26.873 was s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  .01 .
The h y p o th esis  o f independence was r e je c te d .  G en era lly , re g a rd le s s  of 
sex , the la rg e r  the  h igh  school g rad u atin g  c l a s s ,  the g re a te r  th e  
tendency fo r  s tu d en ts  to  a tte n d  a d eg ree -g ran tin g  i n s t i t u t i o n .
The type of h igh  school (p u b lic  o r p r iv a te )  a tten d ed  by 
L ouisiana h igh  school g rad u a te s , who were freshman s tu d en ts  on one of 
the LSU campuses in  th e  f a l l  of 1968, i s  shown in  Table 3.
Table 3
Type of High School Attended" by Type of C ollege Campus
Type of 
Campus
P u b lic
TZP? o f Hiflh_ 
P r iv a te ,  Non- 
Denomina t  iona1
School
P r iv a te ,  Church- 
R ela ted T otal
M F T M F T M F T M F T
No. 406 233 639 6 2 8 59 32 91 471 267 738
Two-Year
% 86.19 87.27 1.28 .75 12.53 11.98 k 100.00 100.00
No. 364 265 629 42 27 69 151 159 310 557 451 1008
Four-Year
7o 65.35 58.75 7.55 5.98 27.10 35.26 100.00 100.00
® 47-745 (based on to ta l )  
( P<- 0 1 )
COO'
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The overwhelming m a jo rity  o f both males and fem ales on the  two- 
y ea r and th e  fo u r-y ea r campuses, a tten d ed  p u b lic  h igh  sch o o ls . 
Approximately e ig h ty -f iv e  p e rcen t o f the  s tu d e n ts  (86.19 p e rc en t fo r  
males and 87.27 p e rcen t fo r  fem ales) on the tw o-year campuses were 
p u b lic  school g rad u a te s , w hile about s ix ty  p e rcen t (65.35 p e rc e n t fo r  
males and 58.75 p e rcen t fo r  fem ales) on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses were 
p u b lic  school g rad u a te s . Of the 471 males and 267 fem ales on th e  two- 
y ea r campuses, 406 males and 233 fem ales a tten d ed  p u b lic  h igh  sch o o ls . 
On the fo u r-y ea r campuses, 364 of th e  557 males and 265 of the  451 
fem ales a tten d ed  p u b lic  sch o o ls .
Only 6 males (1 .28  p e rce n t)  and 2 fem ales ( .7 5  p e rc e n t)  on the  
tw o-year campuses and 42 males (7 .55  p e rc e n t)  and 27 fem ales (5 .98  
p e rce n t)  a tten d ed  p r iv a te ,  non-denom inational h igh  sch o o ls .
P r iv a te ,  c h u rc h -re la te d  secondary schools c o n tr ib u te d  about 
twelve p ercen t o f the freshmen on the  tw o-year campuses, and about 
t h i r t y  p ercen t on the  fo u r-y ea r campuses. There were n e a r ly  tw ice as 
many males on th e  fo u r-y ea r  campuses from the c h u r c h -a f f i l ia te d  type 
of sch o o ls . There were approxim ately  th re e  tim es as many fem ales from 
t h i s  type of high schoo l.
A ch i-sq u a re  of 47.745 was s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  .0 1 . The h y p o th esis  
of independence between th e  type of h igh school a tten d ed  and the type 
of LSU campus of o r ig in a l  e n try  was r e je c te d .  There was a s ig n i f ic a n t  
r e la t io n s h ip  between type of high school and type of campus w ith 
s tu d en ts  from p r iv a te  schools tend ing  to  e n ro l l  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campus 
r a th e r  than  th e  tw o-year campus.
In  summary, more than  e ig h t s tu d e n ts  o f every  ten  on the  two- 
year campuses, and s ix  o f every te n  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses, were
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graduated  from p u b lic  h ig h  sch o o ls . The overwhelming number of s tu d en ts  
on th e  tw o-year campuses had completed a p u b lic  secondary ed u ca tio n .
Only a sm all percen tage of s tu d en ts  a tten d ed  p r iv a te ,  non-denom inational 
h igh  sch o o ls .
About tw elve p e rcen t o f th e  s tu d en ts  on the  tw o-year campuses 
and t h i r t y  p e rcen t on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses were s tu d e n ts  a t  p r iv a te ,  
c h u rc h -re la te d  high sch o o ls .
Table 4 d ea ls  w ith th e  type of h igh  school cu rricu lum  pursued . 
Curriculum  types were form ulated  by th e  American C ollege T esting  
S e rv ic e . Only 6 s tu d e n ts  on both  types of campuses follow ed a 
" te c h n ic a l"  type of program in  high schoo l.
Though a comparable number o f s tu d e n ts  on the tw o-year and fo u r-  
year campuses r e s p e c tiv e ly ,  in d ic a te d  a "commercial" cu rricu lum  in  
h igh  sch o o l, th e  percen tag es  o f such s tu d e n ts  fo llow ing  th i s  type of 
program were q u ite  d i f f e r e n t .  On the  tw o-year campuses, 3 .30  p e rcen t 
o f th e  males and 9 .36  p e rcen t o f th e  fem ales, and 2 .69 p e rc e n t o f th e  
males and 4 .43  p e rcen t o f the  fem ales on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses, 
follow ed commercial courses in  h igh schoo l. These p ercen tages in d ic a te d  
a g r e a te r  emphasis on commercial s u b je c ts  in  schools from which two- 
yea r campus s tu d e n ts  were drawn. The hyp o th esis  o f independence was 
r e je c te d .  A s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  d id  e x i s t  between s tu d e n ts  on both 
types o f campuses in  re fe re n c e  to  commercial courses pursued by high 
school s tu d e n ts . This d if fe re n c e  was s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  the  .01 le v e l .
A s p e c if ic  " c o lle g e -p re p a ra to ry "  d e s ig n a tio n  was used in  most 
h igh  schoo ls to  in d ic a te  assignm ent to  the more acad em ica lly -ch a llen g in g  
co u rse s , as opposed to  the  v o c a tio n a lly -tu n e d  o f fe r in g s .  Approxim ately 
o n e - th ird  of the s tu d en ts  on th e  tw o-year campuses follow ed a
Table 4
. Type of Hlgb School Curriculum by Type of College Campus
■ ..mi      -  ■■— -■■i. - ■  ■■    i -------'   '   —  ■ :
College-
Type of Commercial Technical Preparatory General Unlisted____  Total
Campus M F T M F T M F T M F T M F T M F T
No. 16 25 41 2 4 6 166 86 252 208 106 314 75 46 121 471 267 738
Two-Year
1 3.30 9.36 1.27. 1.49 35.25 32.21 44.16 39.71 15.93 17.23 100.00 100.00
No. 15 20 35 4 2 6 316 286 602 160 101 261 62 42 104 557 451 1008
Four-Year
X 2.69 4.43 0.72 0.44 56.73 63.42 28.73 22.39 11.13 9.32 100.00 100.00
% ^ ■ 62.841 (based on to ta l )  
<P<.01)
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c o lle g e -p re p a ra to ry  tra c k . These percen tag es  were v ery  much lower than 
th e  56.73 p e rcen t of the males and 63.42 p e rcen t o f the  fem ales on the 
fo u r-y e a r  campuses in  co lleg e -p rep  program s.
Most high schools used th e  term  "g en era l"  to  c la s s i f y  cu rricu lum  
types which were not c o lle g e -p re p a ra to ry  or commercial in  n a tu re . The 
la r g e s t  percen tages o f s tu d e n ts , on th e  tw o-year campuses, l i s t e d  a 
g en era l type of program in  secondary sch o o ls . This f a c t  may in d ic a te  
th a t  th e  g re a te s t  number of th ese  s tu d e n ts  on th e  tw o-year campuses 
probably  chose to  e n te r  c o lle g e  l a t e r  than  the fo u r-y e a r  campus 
s tu d e n ts ,  who chose co lleg e  p rep a ra to ry  courses over g en era l co u rses . 
About o n e - th ird  o f the males (28.73 p e rc e n t)  and o n e - f i f th  of the 
fem ales (22.39 p e rcen t)  on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses s e le c te d  g en era l 
c o u rses .
Some 75 males (15.93 p e rc en t)  and 46 fem ales (17 .23  p e rcen t) 
on the tw o-year campuses, and 62 males (11.13 p e rc e n t)  and 42 fem ales 
(9 .32  p e rcen t)  on th e  fo u r-y ea r campuses, follow ed " u n lis te d "  c u r r ic u la  
in  secondary schoo l. I t  was found th a t  th ese  s tu d e n ts  a tten d ed  very  
sm all high schools ( le s s  than  99 s e n io r s ) .  I t  was assumed th a t  due to  
s iz e ,  the schools d id  no t c la s s i f y  courses as to  the type of cu rricu lum .
A ch i-sq u are  procedure was used to  determ ine th e  s ig n if ic a n c e  
o f the  r e la t io n s h ip  between the  s tu d e n ts  on the tw o-year campuses and 
th o se  on the fo u r-y ea r  campuses o f the LSU System, and the  type of high 
school curricu lum  follow ed by both groups. A ch i-sq u a re  v a lu e  of 
62.841 was s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  the  .01 le v e l .  The h y p o th esis  o f  independence 
was r e je c te d .
High school g rad u a tes  who r e g is te r e d  on th e  tw o-year campuses 
of the  LSU System g e n e ra lly  follow ed d i f f e r e n t  types of curricu lum
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offerings in high school, than their counterparts on the four-year 
campuses. Generally, students who entered four-year campuses were more 
likely to have completed "college-preparatory" courses, while students 
on the two-year campuses had followed "general" curriculum programs in 
high school.
A v i t a l  a sp e c t of any school program i s  the  t o t a l  involvem ent 
o f the  cu rricu lum , in c lu d in g  the " c o -c u r r ic u la r"  o r " e x tr a -c u r r ic u la r "  
a c t i v i t i e s  coo rd ina ted  w ith  th e  program. The e x te n t o f p a r t ic ip a t io n  
in  th ese  types of fu n c tio n s  by the  1968 freshmen on a l l  campuses o f th e  
LSU System i s  id e n t i f ie d  by d a ta  in  Table 5. A ll types o f a c t i v i t i e s — 
a t h l e t i c ,  academ ic, and i n t e r e s t —were to ta l l e d  to  produce a m arginal 
and c a l ib ra te d  s c a le ,  rang ing  from " n o n -p a r tic ip a tio n "  to  "unusual 
p ro m ise ."  Because the guide d id  inc lude  a p ro v is io n  fo r  non­
p a r t ic ip a t io n ,  i t  was p o s s ib le  to  determ ine how many s tu d en ts  were no t 
involved in  any form o f e x t r a -c la s s  a c t iv i ty .
The data  in  Table 5 rev ea led  th a t  63 m r!;s  (13 .36  p e rcen t)  and 
42 fem ales (15 .74  p e rc en t)  on the tw o-year campuses, as w ell as 54 males 
(9 .6 9  p e rce n t)  and 61 fem ales (13.53 p e rce n t)  on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses, 
in d ic a te d  a " n o n -p a r t ic ip a tio n "  response to  c o -c u r r ic u la r  p a r t ic ip a t io n .
A pproxim ately h a l f  o f a l l  s tu d en ts  on the  tw o-year and fo u r-  
y ea r campuses, in d ic a te d  an "average" involvem ent in  c o -c u r r ic u la r  work. 
Some 54.14 p e rcen t o f the males and 46.82 p e rcen t o f the  fem ales on the  
tw o-year campuses, as w ell as 54.40 p e rcen t o f the  males and 45.45 
p e rcen t o f the fem ales on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses, rep o rted  "average" 
sco res  (involvem ent in  1-4 program s).
About o n e-fo u rth  o f a l l  s tu d en ts  on th e  tw o-year and fo u r-y e a r  
campuses rep o rted  an "above average" p a r t ic ip a t io n  (5-8  a c t i v i t i e s )  in
Table 5
Extent of Extracurricular P artic ip ation  by Type of College Campus
Type of 
Cam pus
Below
Average Average
Above
Average
Unusual
Promise Total
M F X M F T M F T M F T M F T
Two-Year
Mo.
%
63
13.38
42
15.74
105 255
54.14
125
46.82
380 120
25.47
72
26.96
192 33
7.01
28
10.48
61 471
100.00
267
100.00
738
Four-Year
Mo.
X
54
9.69
61
13.53
115 303
54.40
205
45.45
508 129
23.16
128
28.38
257 71
12.75
57
12.64
128 557
100.00
451
100.00
1008
2X * 3 .8 0 1  (based on to ta l )  
(P> .05)
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e x tr a - c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s .  Some 120 males (25.47 p e rc e n t)  and 72 
fem ales (26.96 p e rcen t)  on th e  tw o-year campuses, and 129 males (23 .16  
p e rc e n t)  and 128 fem ales (28 .38  p e rc e n t)  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses, 
re p o rte d  "above average" p a r t ic ip a t io n .  These s tu d en ts  u s u a lly  became 
involved in  some form of co lleg e-sp o n so red  o r o rg an iza tio n -sp o n so red  
a c t iv i ty  in  a d d itio n  to  the  re g u la r  p re sc r ib e d  cu rricu lum .
Some 33 males (7 .01  p e rc e n t)  and 28 fem ales (10 .48  p e rcen t)  
re p o rte d  "unusual prom ise" in  e x t r a - c u r r ic u la r  work. The 71 males 
(12.75 p e rcen t)  and 57 fem ales (12 .64  p e rc e n t)  in d ic a te d  th i s  le v e l of 
maximum involvem ent (13 o r more a c t i v i t i e s )  on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses.
A ch i-sq u a re  o f 3.801 was n o t s ig n i f i c a n t  a t  th e  .05 le v e l .
The au thor accepted  the  n u l l  h y p o th e s is .
Though th e  s tu d en ts  on th e  tw o -y ear and fo u r-y e a r  campuses of 
the  LSU System d id  in d ic a te  v a ry in g  le v e ls  o f involvem ent in  high 
school c o -c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s ,  th e se  d if fe re n c e s  were n o t s ig n i f ic a n t .  
S tudents who a tten d ed  tw o-year campuses were as involved  in  h igh 
school a c t i v i t i e s  as those  s tu d en ts  who a tten d ed  fo u r-y e a r  campuses.
A survey o f r e s id e n t ia l  housing requ irem ents in d ic a te d  by th e  
f a l l  1968 freshmen on a l l  campuses o f th e  LSU System i s  in d ic a te d  in  
Table 6.
Though none of th e  tw o-year campuses in  th e  System provided 
any type of on-campus housing , 14.86 p e rcen t o f th e  males and 17.60 
p ercen t of the fem ales s e le c te d  th i s  type of housing a t  the tim e they  
took th e  ACT.
F ra te rn i ty  and s o ro r i ty  houses as w e ll as c o lleg e  apartm ents 
were n o n -e x is te n t on tw o-year campuses, y e t  14 s tu d e n ts  in d ic a te d  th ese  
ch o ices . A very  sm all percen tage of s tu d e n ts  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses
Table 6
Type of College Housing Preferred by Type of College Campus
Type of
College
Dormitory
F ra te rn ity
/S o ro r i ty
College
Apartment
Off-Campus
Apartment
At
Home Total
Campus M F T M F T M F T M F T M F T M F T
Two-Year
No.
%
70 47 
14.86 17.60
117 0 
0.00
5 5 
1.87
4
1.06
9 24 
1.49
24 1 
5.10 0.38
25 372 
78.98
210
78.66
582 471 
100.00
267
100.00
738
Four-Year
No.
% 41.84 48.55 2.16 1.56 1.25 0.68 3.94 0.88 50.81 48.11 100.00 100.00 1008
ytr" ■ 72.197 (based on to ta ls )  
<P<.01)
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made th ese  ch o ices . F r a te rn i ty  housing was in d ic a te d  by 12 males and 
7 fem ales s ta te d  th a t  they would l iv e  in  s o r o r i ty  h o u ses. Of th e  t o t a l ,  
7 males and 3 fem ales on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses planned to  l iv e  in  
c o lle g e  apartm en ts. Off-campus apartm ents were s e le c te d  by 24 males 
and 1 female on th e  tw o-year campuses as w e ll as 22 males and 5 fem ales 
on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses.
Approxim ately fo u r of every f iv e  males and fem ales on the  two- 
y ea r campuses in d ic a te d  they  would re s id e  a t  home o r  w ith  r e la t iv e s  
w hile a tte n d in g  c o lle g e .
About h a lf  o f a l l  s tu d en ts  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses (50.81 
p e rce n t o f th e  males and 48.11 p e rcen t of th e  fem a le s) , chose to  l iv e  
a t  home w hile  a tte n d in g  LSU Baton Rouge or LSU New O rlean s.
A c h i-sq u a re  v a lu e  of 72.197 was found when t e s t in g  th e  
d if fe re n c e  between s tu d e n t housing and type of LSU campus. A h ig h ly  
s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  d id  e x is t  between s tu d en ts  on the  tw o-year and 
fo u r-y e a r  campuses of the LSU System as to  t h e i r  cho ice of c o lleg e  
housing . The n u l l  h y p o th esis  was r e je c te d .  S tuden ts on th e  fo u r-y e a r  
campuses were more l ik e ly  to  s e le c t  dorm itory  o r some o th e r  type of 
campus housing  than  s tu d e n ts  on the  tw o-year campuses.
C o n tin u a lly  mounting co lleg e  c o s ts  and th e  e f f e c t s  of such 
in c re a se s  were r e f le c te d  by the  responses o f the  f a l l  1968 freshm en. 
With the excep tion  of a th l e t i c  g ra n t- in - a id  s c h o la rs h ip s , alm ost a l l  
types of f in a n c ia l  a id  provided fo r  only  a f r a c t io n  of th e  expenses 
in cu rred  by a re g u la r ly  e n ro lle d  s tu d e n t. Many s tu d e n ts  have been 
req u ired  to  re q u e s t h e lp  through v a rio u s  types o f loans and g ra n ts .  A 
la rg e  number of s tu d en ts  have secured employment through c o lle g e -  
sponsored jo b s .
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Table 7 co n ta in s  th re e  responses made by th e  beg inn ing  freshmen 
when asked about th e i r  a b i l i t y  to  meet th e  f in a n c ia l  o b lig a tio n s  of 
h ig h e r ed u ca tio n . In  f i l l i n g  out th ese  responses on the  American 
College T esting  score sh e e t,  the  s tu d en ts  were In s tru c te d  to  d is re g a rd  
a l l  loans and sc h o la rsh ip s .
Approximately twenty p e rcen t of th e  males on both types of 
campuses and f i f t e e n  p e rcen t of the fem ales on both types o f campuses 
s ta te d  th a t  they would need monetary h e lp  to  com plete t h e i r  program s, 
bu t n o t during the  freshman y e a r . Some s ix ty  p e rc en t o f a l l  s tu d en ts  
re p o rte d  no apparen t need fo r  f in a n c ia l  h e lp  to  com plete a c o l le g ia te  
program.
No s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  e x is te d  between th e  responses made 
by s tu d e n ts  and th e  type of campus of o r ig in a l  r e g i s t r a t io n .  A c h i-  
square of 3.865 was no t found to  be s ig n i f ic a n t  fo r  th e  f in a n c ia l  need 
f a c to r .  The hy p o th esis  was accep ted .
A com pila tion  of responses from s tu d e n ts  w ith  reg a rd s  to  p a r t -  
tim e work i s  found in  Table 8 . About o n e - th ird  o f th e  males on both 
types o f campuses and o n e -h a lf  o f th e  fem ales on th e se  campuses 
in d ic a te d  th a t  they would no t perform  any type of p a r t- t im e  work.
Of the  m ales, 13.16 p e rcen t on the tw o-year campuses and 14.36 
p e rcen t on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses s ta te d  th a t  th ey  planned to  spend 
from one to  n ine hours of p a r t- tim e  work w eekly. Of th e  fem ales, 25.09 
p e rcen t on the  tw o-year campuses and 17.52 on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses 
f e l l  in to  th i s  ca teg o ry .
Approximately o n e - th ird  o f the males and o n e - f i f th  o f th e  
fem ales on both  types of campuses planned to  work from te n  to  n in e te en  
hours p er week p a r t- t im e . R egu larly  p re sc rib e d  p a r t- t im e  load  of work
Table 7
Amount o f F in a n c ia l Aid In d ica ted  by Students on Each Type o f C ollege Campus
Type of 
Cammis
Need f i r s t  year 
and l a t e r
Need b u t no t 
f i r s t  y ea r No need T o ta l
M F T M F T M F T M F T
No. 90 66 156 96 43 139 285 158 443 471 267 738
Two-Year
% 19.10 24.72 20.39 16.10 60.51 59.18 100.00 100.00
No. 107 137 244 108 55 163 342 259 601 557 451 1008
Four-Year
% 19.22 30.38 19.38 12.19 61.40 57.43 100.00 100.00
2
X  -  3.865 (based  on to t a l )
(P > .0 5 )
★Loans and sc h o la rsh ip s  excluded.
Table 8
Amount o f Part-Time Work Indicated by Students on Each Type o f College Campus
Type of 
Campus
None 1 - 9 10
Hours ner 
-  19
Week
20 -  29 3. or more T otal
M F T M F T M F T n F T M F T M F T
No. 144 129 273 62 67 129 151 47 198 85 17.. 102 29 7 ‘ 36 471 267 738
TWo-Year
X 30.58 48.32 13.16 25.09 32.05 17.60 18.05 6.36 6.15 2.63 100.00 100.00
No. 209 258 467 80 79 159 191 73 264 56 25 81 21 16 37 557 451 1008
Four-Year
X 37.52 57.21 14.36 17.52 34.29 16.18 10.05 5.55 3.78 3.54 100.00 100.00
■ 8.040 (based on to ta l )  
(P > .0 5 )
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was in d ic a te d  by 32.05 p e rcen t o f the  tw o-year campus males and 34.29 
p e rcen t of the fo u r-y ea r campus m ales, as w e ll as 17.60 p e rcen t and 
16.18 p e rcen t of th e  fem ales on the  tw o-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses 
re sp e c t iv e ly .
About o n e - f i f th  o f th e  males on th e  tw o-year campuses and one- 
ten th  on the  fo u r-y ea r campuses, in d ic a te d  a p a r t- t im e  work load of 
tw enty to  tw enty-nine hours per week.
Of th e  m ales, 6.15 p e rcen t on the  tw o-year campuses and 3.78 
p e rcen t o f th i s  group on th e  fo u r-y ea r  campuses, decided to  work 
t h i r t y  o r more hours weekly p a r t- t im e . Of the  fem ales 2.63 p e rcen t on 
the  tw o-year campuses and 3 .54  p e rcen t on the fo u r-y e a r  in s t i tu t io n s  
se le c te d  to  work th is  schedule.
A ch i-sq u a re  va lue  of 8.040 was no t s ig n i f i c a n t .  The n u l l  
h y p o th esis  was accepted fo r  th e  p a r t- tim e  work f a c to r  fo r  both males 
and fem ales on the  tw o-year and fo u r-y ea r  campuses o f the  LSU System.
No s ig n i f ic a n t  d iffe re n c e  was found between s tu d e n ts  on th e  tw o-year 
and fo u r-y e a r  campuses, as to  the a n t ic ip a te d  hours o f p a r t- t im e  work 
to  be pursued by freshmen s tu d e n ts .
The p ro je c te d  academic le v e l of th e  1968 h igh  school g raduates  
i s  shown in  Table 9. F ive le v e ls  were d es ig n a ted : v o c a t io n a l- te c h n ic a l
ed u ca tio n , ju n io r  c o lleg e  o r a s so c ia te  deg ree , b a c h e lo r 's  degree , 
m a s te rs ' degree, and th e  d o c to r 's  degree.
Less than one p e rcen t o f the males on both types o f campuses 
in d ic a te d  a v o c a tio n a l- te c h n ic a l  ed u ca tio n . Only 2 .25 p e rc en t o f the  
fem ales on th e  tw o-year campuses and 4.22 p e rc en t on th e  fo u r-y e a r  
campuses se le c te d  th i s  type of program.
Table 9
Anticipated Academic Level o£ Students by Type o f College Campus
Type of 
Campus
V ocational
Technical
J r .  College 
Assoc. Dee. Bachelors M asters D octorate T otal
M F T M F" T M F T M F T M F T M F T
No. 4 6 10 32 43 75 244 138 382 102 46 148 . 84 34 122 471 267 738
Two-Year
* 0.85 2.25 6.79 10.16 51.81 51.69 21.66 17.23 18.89 12.73 100.00 100.00
No. 4 19 23 19 27 46 231 240 471 164 117 281 139 48 187 557 451 1008
Four-Year
7. 0.72 4.22 3.41 5.98 41.48 53.21 29.44 25.94 24.95 10.65 100.00 100.00
•X2 « 32.455 (based on to ta l )  
<P<.01)
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Though 471 males and 267 fem ales chose a tw o-year campus to  
pursue an ed u ca tio n , only  6.79 p e rcen t o f the  males and 16.10 p e rcen t 
of the fem ales in d ic a te d  a ju n io r  c o lleg e  or a s so c ia te  degree as a 
te rm in a l program. Only 3.41 p e rcen t o f the males and 5 .98 p e rcen t of 
th e  fem ales on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses s e le c te d  a s so c ia te  degree g o a ls . 
These low percen tages could p o ss ib ly  be th e  r e s u l t  o f the  few programs 
of t h i s  type o ffe re d  on th e  d e g ree -g ran tin g  campuses a t  th e  tim e of 
th i s  s tu d y .
A pproxim ately h a l f  of a l l  th e  s tu d e n ts  in d ic a te d  an in t e r e s t  
in  a b ach e lo rs  degree as an a n tic ip a te d  le v e l of accom plishm ent. On 
the  tw o-year campuses, 244 males (51.81 p e rc e n t)  and 138 fem ales (51.69 
p e rc e n t) ,  as w e ll as 231 males (41 .48  p e rc en t)  and 240 fem ales (53.21 
p e rc e n t)  on th e  fo u r-y ea r  campuses, f e l t  t h a t  a b ach e lo rs  degree .would 
s a t i s f y  t h e i r  form al ed u ca tio n a l a s p ir a t io n s .  Though the fo u r-y e a r  
campus males d id  show le s s  in t e r e s t  in  a fo u r-y ea r program, they  d id  
in d ic a te  a decided ly  g re a te r  in t e r e s t  in  a m asters and d o c to rs  as 
te rm in a l deg rees.
A m a s te rs ' degree was a n tic ip a te d  by 102 males (21 .66  p e rc en t)  
on the tw o-year and 164 males (29 .44  p e rc e n t)  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses. 
A much g re a te r  percen tage of fem ales on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses than  
fem ales on the tw o-year campuses (17.23 p e rcen t v s . 25.94 p e rce n t)  a ls o  
d e s ire d  a m a s te rs ' degree.
For the m ales, 84 (18.89 p e rc en t)  on th e  tw o-year campuses and 
139 (24.95 p e rce n t)  on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses, in d ic a te d  a d o c to ra te  as 
an ed u ca tio n a l g o a l. For th e  fem ales, only  34 (12.73 p e rc en t)  on the  
tw o-year campuses and 48 (10.65 p e rcen t)  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses 
in d ic a te d  th i s  type of program.
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A ch i-sq u a re  o f 32.455 was s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  .0 1 . A d if fe re n c e  
d id  e i s t  in  the ed u ca tio n a l le v e ls  o f a s p ir a t io n  between s tu d e n ts  on 
th e  tw o-year campuses and those on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses in  th e  LSU 
System. The n u l l  hy p o th esis  was r e je c te d  and i t  was concluded th a t  
s tu d en ts  on the fo u r-y ea r campuses had g e n e ra lly  h ig h e r  le v e ls  of 
ed u ca tio n a l ’a s p ir a t io n s ,  than  those  s tu d en ts  on the tw o-year campuses 
o f the  LSU System.
S tu d en ts ' grades in  h igh school have been f re q u e n tly  u t i l i z e d  
by in d iv id u a ls  who attem pt to  p re d ic t  the  c o r re la t io n  f a c to r  o f c o lleg e  
su ccess .
Table 10 co n ta in s  an a n a ly s is  o f v a ria n ce  of h igh  school grade- 
p o in t averages in  English  and the  type of campus. Table 11 co n ta in s  
the  means fo r  the  tw o-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses and sex types fo r  th e  
beginning freshman s tu d e n ts .
Females had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h e r  grades in  h igh  school E ng lish  
than  the m ales. This i s  evidenced by the  F r a t i o  o f 104.908.
An a d d it io n a l h y p o th esis  in d ic a te d  th a t  th e  l a s t  h igh school 
E ng lish  grade was th e  same, re g a rd le s s  o f which type o f campus a s tu d e n t 
e n te r s .  A tw o-year campus mean of 2 .550 and a fo u r-y e a r  campus mean 
of 2.653 produced an average mean of 2 .571 . The F r a t i o  o f 6.198 was 
s ig n if ic a n t  a t  .0 1 . S tudents who en te red  a fo u r-y e a r  campus had a 
s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er g rad e-p o in t average in  h igh  school E n g lish  than  
those  s tu d en ts  who en te red  a tw o-year campus in  th e  LSU System.
The th i rd  hypo thesis  d e a l t  w ith  th e  combined e f f e c t  of sex and 
campus-type r e la t iv e  to  grades in  h igh school E n g lish . The in te ra c t io n  
o f sex w ith  campus-type (F=0.339) was n o t s ig n i f ic a n t .
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Table 10
A n a lysis  o f  Variance fo r  High School E n g lish , GPA,
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type of
LSU Campus o f O rig in a l R e g is tra tio n
Source of 
V a ria tio n
Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 78.209 104.908**
Type-Campus 1 4.968 6.198**
Sex x Type-Campus 1 0.236 0.339
E rro r 1738 1927.509
* * S ig n if ic a n t a t  .01 le v e l
Table 11
L east Squares Mean Achievement of S tudents in  High School 
E ng lish  GPA, C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type 
of LSU Campus of O rig in a l R e g is tra t io n
Type-Campus  Sex_______
Male Female T o ta l
Two-Year 2.325 2.774 2.550
Four-Year 2.452 2.854 2.653
T o ta l Means 2.389 2.814 2.571
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An a n a ly s is  o f v a rian ce  ta b le  comparing high school g rad e-p o in t 
averages in  m athem atics w ith  the  type of LSU campus of o r ig in a l  e n try  
i s  found in  Table 12. The sex means, means fo r  type of campus, and 
t o t a l  means fo r  the  an a ly ses  a re  found in  Table 13.
The f i r s t  h y p o th esis  s ta te d  th a t  th e re  i s  no d iffe re n c e  in  the  
g rad e -p o in t averages in  h igh  school m athem atics between males and 
fem ales who en te red  one o f the campuses o f th e  LSU System. A mean fo r  
males o f 2.292 and a fem a le 's  mean of 2.377 produced an F r a t i o  o f 3.077 
which could have been expected to  occur in  approxim ately  e ig h t of every 
one hundred t r i a l s .  The h y p o th esis  of no d if fe re n c e  was accep ted .
Males and fem ales had r e l a t iv e ly  s im ila r  grades in  h igh school 
m athem atics.
With th e  type-campus as a source of v a r ia t io n ,  the  tw o-year 
campus mean o f 2.289 and the  fo u r-y e a r  campus mean of 2.379 produced 
an F va lue  of 3 .468 . Although th e  d iffe re n c e  d id  approach s ig n if ic a n c e , 
th e  h y p o th esis  of no d if fe re n c e  w ith  reg a rd s  to  the  type of campus was 
accep ted .
The th i rd  h y p o th esis  d e a l t  w ith the  jo in t  e f f e c t  o f both  th e  
sex -ty p e  and the cam pus-type. The d if fe re n c e  between means of males 
on th e  tw o-year and the fo u r-y e a r  campuses (2 .255 - 2 .328) was .073, 
compared w ith  a d iffe re n c e  between fem ales on the  tw o-year and fo u r-  
y ear campuses (2 .323 - 2 .430) of .107, which produced an F r a t i o  of 
.7330. Hie n u l l  h y p o th esis  was accep ted  (P < .0 1 ) . f t i is  in te ra c t io n  
was in te rp re te d  as an observed d iffe re n c e  in  high school m athem atics 
grades fo r  males and fem ales on the  tw o-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses, 
though th is  d iffe re n c e  was no t s ig n i f ic a n t .  Though males and fem ales 
a tten d ed  v a ry in g  types of h igh sch o o ls , t h e i r  grades in  secondary school
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Table 12
A n alysis  o f Variance for  High School Mathematics GPA,
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type o f
LSU Campus o f O rig ina l R e g istra tio n
Source of 
V a ria tio n
Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 2.925 3.077
Type-Campus 1 3.297 3.468
Sex x Type-Campus 1 0.110 0.116
E rro r 1738 1662.221
Table 13
L east Squares Mean Achievement of S tudents in  High School 
Mathematics GPA, C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type 
of LSU Campus of O rig in a l R e g is tra tio n
Type-Campus  Sex_____________
Male Female T o ta l
Two-Year 
Four-Year 
T o ta l Means
2.255
2.328
2.292
2.323
2.430
2.377
2.289
2.379
2.334
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mathematics were n o t s ig n i f ic a n t ly  d i f f e r e n t ,  re g a rd le s s  o f the  type of 
campus they e n ro lle d  as freshmen in  c o lle g e .
An a n a ly s is  of v a ria n c e  of high school g ra d e -p o in t averages in  
s o c ia l  s tu d ie s  and type of LSU campus i s  con ta ined  in  Table 14. 
Accompanying means a re  l i s t e d  in  Table 15.
The p ro b a b il i ty  o f an F of 42.869 fo r  the sex f a c to r  was .0001. 
Hie n u l l  hypo thesis  was re je c te d  fo r  th e  sex f a c to r .  Females had h ig h e r  
mean grades in  h igh school s o c ia l  s tu d ie s  than  m ales.
Using type-campus as a source of v a r ia t io n ,  th e  d iffe re n c e  
between the types of campus means (2 .666 and 2.758) was .092 in  favo r 
of the fo u r-y ea r  campuses. The n u ll  hy p o th esis  was r e je c te d  fo r  the 
type-campus f a c to r ,  and i t  was concluded th a t  s tu d e n ts  on th e  fo u r-y e a r  
campuses had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er grades in  h igh  school s o c ia l  s tu d ie s .  
The th i rd  h y p o th esis  defined  the  jo in t  e f f e c t  o f sex and cam p u s-fac to r.
The d iffe re n c e  between sexes in  average grades in  h igh  school 
s o c ia l  s tu d ie s  was th e  same, re g a rd le s s  of the type o f campus in  which 
the s tu d en t i n i t i a l l y  e n ro lle d .
A mean g rad e -p o in t average fo r  males of 2.486 on the  tw o-year 
campuses and 2.650 on the fo u r-y ea r campuses produced a d if fe re n c e  of 
.164 in  favor of the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses. Though th is  d if fe re n c e  was 
co n sid e rab le , i t  was no t s u f f ic ie n t  to  a f f e c t  the  t o t a l  in te r a c t io n  of 
th e  sex -type  by campus-type f a c to r s .
The d if fe re n c e  between the female mean g rad e -p o in t average on 
th e  tw o-year campuses and the fo u r-y ea r campuses was .021. This 
d iffe re n c e  was in  favor of th e  fo u r-y ea r campuses. The F of 2.621 was 
no t considered  s u f f ic ie n t ly  la rg e  fo r  s ig n if ic a n c e  a t  th e  .05 le v e l .
The n u ll  hy p o th esis  was accep ted .
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Table 14
A n alysis  o f Variance for  High School S o c ia l S tud ies GPA,
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type o f
LSU Campus o f O rig in a l R e g is tra tio n
Source of 
V a ria tio n
Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 33.613 42.869**
Type-Campus 1 3.451 4.402*
Sex x Type-Campus 1 2.055 2.621
E rro r 1738 1365.091
* * S ig n if ic a n t a t  .01 le v e l 
* S ig n if ic a n t a t  .05 le v e l
Table 15
L east Squares mean Achievement of S tudents in  High School 
S ocia l S tud ies  GPA, C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type 
of LSU Campus of O rig in a l R e g is tra t io n
Type-Campus  Sex_____________
Male Female T otal
Two-Year 
Four-Year 
T o ta l Means
2.486
2.650
2.568
2.846
2.867
2.856
2.666
2.758
2.692
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Table 16 co n ta in s  an a n a lu s is  of v a rian ce  between h igh school 
g rad e -p o in t averages in  sc ience  and the type of campus of o r ig in a l  
e n try .  Table 17 co n ta in s  a d e s c r ip tio n  of means fo r  both types of 
campuses and sex types fo r  th ese  freshm en.
A mean of 2.330 fo r  males and a mean of 2.583 fo r  fem ales 
to g e th e r  w ith an F r a t i o  of 34.453 was h ig h ly  s ig n i f ic a n t .  S tudent sex 
was considered  s ig n if ic a n t  a t  th e  .01 le v e l .  Females had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  
h ig h e r grades than  males in  high school sc ie n ce .
For the type-campus f a c to r ,  an F value of 1.262 produced the  
p ro b a b i l i ty  of a r a t i o  as la rg e  as th i s  in  le s s  than  t h i r t y  in  every 
one hundred t r i a l s ,  by chance v a r ia t io n .  The n u l l  hy p o th esis  was 
accep ted  fo r  the type-campus f a c to r .  The d iffe re n c e  in  g rad e -p o in t 
averages in  h igh school sc ience  between th e  tw o-year and fo u r-y ea r  
campuses was no t s ig n i f ic a n t .  S tudents on both types of campuses had 
r e l a t iv e ly  s im ila r  grades in  h igh school sc ie n ce .
The in te ra c t io n  f a c to r  between sex and type-campus was 
s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  the .05 le v e l .  Because the to t a l  mean d iffe re n c e  fo r  
both sexes on the tw o-year campuses and the fo u r-y ea r campuses was h ig h , 
th i s  d if fe re n c e  c o n tr ib u ted  g re a t ly  to  the combined e f f e c t  o f s tu d e n t 
sex and type-campus. Females on both the  tw o-year and th e  fo u r-y ea r  
campuses had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  g re a te r  g rad e-p o in t averages in  h igh  school 
sc ien ce  than th e i r  male c o u n te rp a rts .
An a n a ly s is  of v a rian ce  between ACT com posite sco res  and th e  
type of campus is  con tained  in  Table 18. The accompanying group means 
ta b le  i s  found in  Table 19.
The n u l l  h y p o th esis  d ea lin g  w ith  the d if fe re n c e  in  ACT com posite 
sco res  fo r  males and fem ales was r e je c te d .  A mean score of 19.791 fo r
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Table 16
A n a lysis  o f  Variance for  High School Science GPA,
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type o f
LSU Campus o f O rig ina l R e g istra tio n
Source of 
V a ria tio n
Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 28.184 34.453**
Type-Campus 1 0.921 1.262
Sex x Type-Campus 1 3.266 3.993*
E rro r 1738 1421.758
* * S ig n ific a n t a t  .01 
* S ig n if ic a n t a t  .05
le v e l
le v e l
Table 17
L east Squares Mean Achievement o f S tudents in  High School 
Science GPA, C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type 
of LSU Campus of O rig in a l R e g is tra t io n
Type-Campus Sex
Male Female T o ta l
Two-Year 2.255 2.610 2.383
Four-Year 2.393 2.568 2.471
T o ta l Means 2.330 2.583 2.434
60
Table 18
A n a lysis  o f  Variance for  ACT Composite Scores,
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type of
LSU Campus o f O rig ina l R e g istra tio n
Source of 
V a ria tio n
Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 811.138 33.304**
Type-Campus 1 2421.622 99.427**
Sex x Type-Campus 1 11.068 0.454
E rro r 1738 24.356
* * S ig n if ic a n t a t  .01 le v e l
Table 19
L east Squares Mean Achievement of S tudents in  ACT Composite 
S cores, C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type 
o f LSU Campus of O rig in a l R e g is tra t io n
Type-Campus
Male
Sex
Female T otal
Two-Year 18.650 17.068 17.859
Four-Year 20.932 19.681 20.306
T o ta l Means 19.791 18.374 19.083
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males and a mean score of 18.374 fo r  fem ales averaged a t o t a l  mean 
score  o f 19.083. The n u ll  hy p o th esis  was r e je c te d .  Males had 
s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er ACT com posite sco res on both types of campuses.
For the  type-campus f a c to r ,  a tw o-year campus mean of 17.859 
and a fo u r-y ea r campus mean of 20.306 averaged a to t a l  mean of 19.083. 
An F va lue  of 99.427 was h ig h ly  s ig n if ic a n t  a t  the .01 le v e l .  S tudents 
in  th is  study  who en tered  a fo u r-y ea r campus had a s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h e r 
ACT com posite score than  the  tw o-year campus s tu d e n ts . This h e ld  tru e  
fo r  both males and fem ales.
The in te ra c t io n  between sex and type of campus produced an F 
va lue  of .454. This value  was no t considered  la rg e  enough 
fo r  s ig n if ic a n c e . Males had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er ACT composite scores 
than  fem ales on both the tw o-year and fo u r-y ea r campuses of the LSU 
System, though the in te ra c t io n  e f f e c t  of sex and campus-type was not 
s ig n i f ic a n t .
In  Table 19 i s  a com pila tion  of freshmen s tu d en ts  who en tered  
one of the  campuses of th e  LSU System in  the f a l l  of 1968, and who 
dropped ou t during  th e  freshman y e a r .
Acording to  Table 20, 25 males (5 .30  p e rcen t)  and 18 fem ales 
(6 .7 4  p e rc e n t)  dropped out of the tw o-year campuses during  th e i r  f i r s t  
y ear o f en ro llm en t. There were 446 males (94 .70  p e rcen t)  and 249 
fem ales (93 .26  p e rcen t)  who remained in  th e  System a t  the com pletion of 
the  freshman y ear.
T h ir ty -n in e  males (7 .0 0  p e rcen t)  and 39 fem ales (8 .64  p e rcen t)  
d isco n tin u ed  th e i r  c o lle g ia te  work on the fo u r-y ea r campuses of the  
LSU System a t  the  end of the f i r s t  y ea r. A g re a te r  number, 518 males
Table 20
Freshman Year Drop-outs by Type o f C ollege Campus
Type of 
Camous
Drop-outs Non-drops Total
M F T M F T M F T
No. 25 18 43 446 249 695 471 267 738
Two-Year
% 5.30 6.74 94.70 93.26 100.00 100.00
No. 39 39 78 518 412 930 557 451 1008
Four-Year
% 7.00 8.64 93.00 91.36 100.00 100.00
2
%  -  1.032 (Males: based on t o t a l )  ( P > .05)
2% = .833 (Females: based on t o t a l )  (P ^  .05)
a i  
fv>
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(93 .99  p e rcen t)  and 412 fem ales (91.36 p ercen t) r e g is te r e d  as sophomores 
in  the  System.
C hi-square va lues of 1.032 fo r  males and .833 fo r  fem ales were
not s ig n i f i c a n t .  Whether a male o r female en te red  e i th e r  a tw o-year
or fo u r-y e a r  campus of th e  LSU System, h is  chances o f dropping out 
during  the freshman year were about the  same.
Freshman year g rad e-p o in t averages were compared w ith  the type 
of campus in  Table 21. Accompanying means can be found in  Table 22. 
Using sex -ty p e , cam pus-type, and the  in te ra c t io n  e f f e c t  of sex -ty p e  v s . 
cam pus-type, a l e a s t  squares a n a ly s is  of v a rian ce  was conducted.
A male mean of 1.717 and a fem ale mean of 2.006 fo r  both types 
o f campuses y ie ld ed  a mean d iffe re n c e  of .289. The F r a t i o  o f 36.790 
was s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  the  .01 le v e l .  Females had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er 
freshman year g rad e -p o in t averages than  m ales.
For the type-campus f a c to r ,  the tw o-year campus mean of 1.829 
was .065 sm aller than the  fo u r-y ea r  campus mean o f 1.894. This value  
was com paratively  sm all and n o t s ig n i f i c a n t .  Whether a s tu d en t 
en te red  a tw o-year o r a fo u r-y ea r campus o f the LSU System, h is  freshman 
year grades were not s ig n i f ic a n t ly  d i f f e r e n t .
The e f f e c t  of th e  d if fe re n c e  between sex -ty p e  and campus-type
on freshman year g rad e -p o in t av erag es, was decided by the  th i r d  source
of v a r ia t io n .  This in te ra c t io n  was n o t s ig n i f ic a n t .
A com pila tion  of the  number and percen tages o f the  freshman 
s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses of the LSU System who were suspended fo r  
academic reaso n s , i s  found in  Table 23. Approximately tw ice as many 
s tu d en ts  were suspended on the tw o-year campuses as were suspended on 
the  d eg ree -g ran tin g  campuses. There were 139 males (30.35 p e rce n t)  on
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Table 21
A n a lysis  o f  Variance fo r  Freshman Year GPA,
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type o f
LSU Campus o f O rig in a l R e g istra tio n
Source of 
V a ria tio n
Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 33.390 36.790**
Type-Campus 1 1.702 1.875
Sex x Type-Campus 1 0.005 0.006
E rro r 1725 1565.574
* * S ig n if ic a n t a t  .01 le v e l
Table 22
L east Squares 
Year GPA, 
of LSU
Mean Achievement of S tudents in  Freshman 
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type 
Campus of O rig in a l R e g is tra t io n
Type-Campus Sex
Male Female T otal
Two-Year 1.686 1.971 1.829
Four-Year 1.748 2.040 1.894
T o ta l Means 1.717 2.006 1.842
th e  tw o-year campuses and 80 males (15.38 p e rcen t)  on the  fo u r-y ea r 
campuses who f a i le d  to  meet s c h o la s tic  requirem ents and were, th e re fo re ,  
dropped from th e  u n iv e r s i ty  r o l l s .  There were 54 fem ales (20.61 
p e rce n t)  a t  th e  tw o-year schools and 41 fem ales (9 .92  p e rcen t)  a t  the  
fo u r-y e a r  campuses who were a lso  s im ila r ly  dropped.
C hi-squares of 31.380 fo r  males and 15.129 fo r  fem ales were 
h ig h ly  s ig n i f ic a n t .  The n u l l  hy p o th esis  was r e je c te d  fo r  the freshman 
academic suspension  f a c to r .  There was a s ig n i f ic a n t  d iffe re n c e  between 
the  tw o-year and the fo u r-y ea r campuses in  re fe re n c e  to  the  percentage 
of academic suspensions. S tudents who en te red  one of the tw o-year 
campuses in  1968 were more l ik e ly  to  be suspended fo r  academic reaso n s , 
than  th e i r  c o u n te rp a rts  on th e  fo u r-y ea r campuses.
Table 24 co n ta in s  a ta b u la tio n  of the freshman s tu d en ts  in  th is  
s tudy  from a l l  campuses in  the  LSU System, who were p laced  on academic 
p ro b a tio n  a t  th e  com pletion of th e  f i r s t  y ea r of s tu d y . About h a lf  
(50.27 p e rcen t)  or 183 of the 364 males on the tw o-year campuses and 
286 of the  517 males on the  fo u r-y ea r campuses (55.31 p e rcen t)  earned 
le s s  than a 1.50 academic average, during  one sem ester o f the  freshman 
y ear and were consequently  p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n .
S l ig h t ly  over o n e - th ird  of the fem ales on the tw o-year campuses 
and the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses were s im ila r ly  p laced  on p ro b a tio n ary  s ta tu s .
A la rg e r  number (286) and percen tage (55.31 p e rcen t)  of the 
males on the fo u r-y ea r campuses, than  on the  tw o-year campuses (183 or 
50.27 p e rcen t)  were p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n  a t  the end of the 
freshman y e a r .
A s l ig h t ly  g re a te r  percen tage (38.27 p e rce n t)  o f th e  fem ales on 
th e  tw o-year campuses than  those on the  fo u r-y ea r campuses (35.60
Table 23
Freshman Year Academic Suspensions by Type o f C ollege Campus
Type of 
Campus
Suspensions
Non-
Suspensions Tota l
M F T M F T M F T
No. 139 54 193 319 208 527 458 262 720
Two-Year
% 30.35 20.61 69.65 79.39 100.00 100.00
No. 80 41 121 440 372 812 520 413 933
Four-Year
% 15.38 9.92 84.62 90.08 100.00 100.00
= 31.380 (Males: based on t o t a l )  ( P ^ .0 1 )
= 15.129 (Females: based on t o t a l )  (P<  .01)
O '
O '
Table 24
Freshman Year Academic Probations by Type o f C ollege Campus
Type of 
Camous
P robations
Non-
Probations Total
M F T M F T M F T
No. 183 82 265 181 138 319 364 220 584
Two-Year
% 50.27 37.27 49.73 62.73 100.00 100.00
No. 286 146 432 231 264 495 517 410 927
Four-Year
% 55.31 35.60 44.69 64.40 100.00 100.00
= 2.183 (Males: based on t o t a l )  (P>  .05)
2
% = .171 (Fem ales: based on t o t a l )  (P >  .05 )
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p e rc e n t)  were designa ted  as p roba tionary  s tu d e n ts .  Though the  number 
of s tu d en ts  p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n  on both types of campuses 
in d ic a te d  a numerical d i f f e r e n c e ,  t h i s  d if fe re n c e  was not s ig n i f i c a n t .
Chi-squares of 2.183 fo r  males and .171 fo r  females were not 
s ig n i f i c a n t  a t  the  .05 le v e l .  The hypo thesis  of no d if fe re n c e  was 
accep ted . Whether a s tu d en t a ttended  a two-year or a fo u r-y ea r  campus, 
h i s  chances of being p laced  on academic p robation  a t  the completion of 
the  freshman year were approximately the same.
A comparison of the s tuden ts  in  t h i s  study who decided to  
withdraw from co llege  be fo re  completion of the sophomore year ,  with 
those s tu d en ts  who remained in  a c o l l e g ia te  program, i s  found in  Table 
25.
At the  completion of the freshman y ea r ,  458 male s tuden ts  and 
262 female s tu d en ts  s t i l l  remained on the  two-year campuses of the LSU 
System. Some 20 male s tu d en ts  t r a n s f e r r e d  to  o th e r  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  2 
changed th e i r  names l e g a l ly  and remained on campus, 1 male s tuden t 
passed away, and 81 males dropped out of co lleg e  during  or a t  the 
completion of the  sophomore year  on the two-year campuses. There were 
52 females who dropped out during th i s  p e r io d .  This number rep resen ted  
47 females who were o r ig in a l ly  e n ro l le d  and 5 females who had withdrawn 
in  the freshman y ea r ,  r e -e n te r e d ,  and dropped out fo r  a second time.
Of the 520 males and 413 females who remained on the fou r-year  
campuses a t  the end of the freshman y ea r ,  455 males and 365 females 
were s t i l l  e n ro lle d  a f t e r  the sophomore y ea r .  Of these  numbers, 62 
males and 62 females dropped out during  or a t  the end of the sophomore 
year a t  the fo u r-y ea r  i n s t i t u t i o n s  (LSU System and u n iv e r s i t i e s  d ire c te d  
by th e  S ta te  Board of Education System inc luded) .  There were 3 males
Table 25
Sophomore Year Drop-outs by Type o f  C ollege  Campus
Type of 
Campus
Dron-outs Non-drops Total
* M F T M F T M F T
No. 81 52 133 271 163 434 352 215 567
Two-Year
% 23.01 24.18 76.99 75.82 100.00 100.00
No. 62 62 124 393 303 696 455 365 820
Four-Year
% 13.62 16.98 86.38 83.02 100.00 100.00
X ^ = 11.989 (Males: based on t o t a l )  (P< .05)
7C ^ = 4.441 (Females: based on t o t a l )  (P<  .05)
VO
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who had t r a n s f e r r e d  out of s t a t e  and 14 females had withdrawn during 
the  freshman y ea r ,  r e -e n te r e d ,  and dropped out aga in  during  the 
sophomore year .
About twenty p e rcen t  of th e  s tu d e n ts  dropped out o f  the  two- 
year  campuses during the sophomore y ea r ,  while only about f i f t e e n  
pe rcen t withdrew from the  fo u r-y ea r  i n s t i t u t i o n s .
Chi-square va lues  of 11.989 fo r  males and 4.441 fo r  females were 
s ig n i f i c a n t ,  in d ic a t in g  t h a t  such v a lu e s  were s u f f i c i e n t l y  la rg e  enough 
to  determine a r e a l  d i f f e re n c e .  A s tu d en t  who a ttended  a two-year 
i n s t i t u t i o n  had a s ig n i f i c a n t ly  g r e a te r  p r o b a b i l i ty  o f  dropping ou t of 
school during the sophomore year than did  a s tu d en t  on the fo u r-y ea r  
campuses. These d i f fe re n c e s  were s ig n i f i c a n t  a t  .05.
Data r e s u l t i n g  from the a n a ly s is  of v a r ian ce  computations of 
sophomore year g rad e-p o in t  averages and type of LSU campus a re  found 
in  Table 26. The mean g rad e-p o in t  averages f o r  both sex-type and campus- 
type a re  shown in  Table 27.
An F value  of 32.439 was h ig h ly  s ig n i f i c a n t  fo r  the  sex f a c to r  
in  favor o f  the females. On both types of campuses, females rece ived  
s ig n i f i c a n t ly  h igher  grades in  the sophomore y ea r .  The n u l l  hypo thesis  
was r e je c te d .
The type-campus source of v a r i a t i o n  showed a h ig h ly  s ig n i f i c a n t  
d i f f e re n c e  of .116 (2.157 v s .  2.273) fo r  the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses. An F 
r a t i o  of 7.051 was s ig n i f i c a n t  a t  the  .01 l e v e l .  S tudents  on the fo u r-  
year campuses had s ig n i f i c a n t ly  h ig h e r  grades during  the sophomore year 
than those  s tuden ts  on the two-year campuses.
An F r a t i o  of 1.585 was not s ig n i f i c a n t  fo r  the i n t e r a c t io n  
e f f e c t  of sex-type w ith  campus-type.
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Table 26
A n a lysis  o f  Variance fo r  Sophomore Year GPA,
C la s s if ie d  According Co Sex and Type o f
LSU Campus o f O rig in a l R e g istra tio n
Source of 
V a r ia t io n
Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 16.677 32.439**
Type-Campus 1 3.625 7.051**
Sex x Type-Campus 1 0.815 1.585
E rro r 1157 594.838
* * S ig n if ic a n t  a t  .01 le v e l
Table 27
Least Squares Mean Achievement of S tudents in  Sophomore 
Year GPA, C la s s i f i e d  According to  Sex and Type 
of LSU Campus of O r ig in a l  R e g is t r a t io n
Type-Campus Sex
Male Female Total
Two-Year 
Four-Year 
Total Means
2.060
2.121
2.090
2.254
2.425
2.340
2.157
2.273
2.206
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A ta b u la t io n  of p roba tionary  and non-probationary  sophomore 
s tu d en ts  on both types of campuses i s  contained  in  Table 28.
Approximately th re e  times as many males on the  fo u r-y ea r  
campuses (154) were p laced  on p ro b a tio n  in  the  sophomore year as those 
males on the two-year campuses (52 ).  The percen tages  on p roba tion  
rep re sen ted  39.79 p e rcen t  o f  the fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d en ts  and 23.52 
p e rcen t of the two-year campus s tu d e n ts .
A ch i-sq u a re  of 17.169 fo r  males was h ig h ly  s ig n i f i c a n t .  The 
n u l l  hypo thesis  was ten ab le  fo r  the males. A c h i-sq u a re  of 0.001 fo r  
females was not s i g n i f i c a n t .
There were 37 females (25.17 p e rcen t)  p laced  on academic 
p roba tion  on the  two-year campuses and 75 females (25.16 p e rcen t)  on 
the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses.
The r e s u l t s  of the ch i-sq u a re  a n a ly s is  in d ic a te d  no s ig n i f i c a n t  
d if fe re n c e  between females on the  two-year and fo u r-y ea r  campuses 
r e l a t i v e  to  p ro b a tio n a ry  s ta tu s  a t  the end of the sophomore y ea r .
Male s tu d en ts  who en te red  a fo u r-y e a r  campus as freshman 
s tu d en ts  had a s ig n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a te r  chance of being p laced  on academic 
p roba tion  a t  the completion of the sophomore y e a r ,  than those male 
s tu d en ts  who en te red  a two-year campus.
A d d it io n a l ly ,  15 s tu d en ts  (10 males and 5 females) on the two- 
year campuses as w ell  as 58 s tu d en ts  (44 males and 14 females) on the 
fo u r-y ea r  campuses, were continued on p ro b a tio n  from the freshman y ea r .
There were 24 s tu d en ts  (15 males and 9 females) on the  two-year 
campuses and 53 s tu d en ts  (38 males and 15 females) on the  fo u r-y ea r  
campuses, who were o r ig i n a l l y  p laced on p ro b a tio n  a t  the end of the 
freshman year ,  and who did  no t r e - e n t e r  a Louisiana p u b l ic  i n s t i t u t i o n .
Table 28
Sophomore Year Academic Probations by Type o f C ollege Campus
Type of 
Camnus
Probations
Non-
P robations Total
M F T M F T M F T
No. 52 37 89 171 110 281 223 147 370
Two-Year
% 23.52 25.17 76.68 74.83 100.00 100.00
No. 154 75 229 233 223 456 387 298 685
Four-Year
% . 29.79 25.16 60.21 74.84 100.00 100.00
= 17.169 (Males: based on t o t a l )  (P< .01)
= 0.001 (Fem ales: based on t o t a l )  (P> .05 )
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According to  in fo rm ation  conta ined  in  Table 29, 141 s tu d en ts  
on the  two-year campuses and 202 s tu d en ts  on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses, 
were suspended fo r  academic reasons a t  the  end of the  sophomore y ea r .
The 98 males (34.38 p e rc e n t)  on the two-year campuses rep re sen ted  a 
s im i la r  percentage (35.36 p e rcen t  fo r  139 males) on the fo u r-y ea r  
campuses. A ch i-square  va lue  of .070 was not s ig n i f i c a n t .  Males who 
remained in  school were suspended w ith  equal frequency on both the two- 
year and fo u r-y ea r  campuses o f the  LSU System, a t  th e  completion of the 
sophomore year .
There were 43 females (24.44 p e rcen t)  who were suspended on the 
two-year campuses and 63 females (20.72 p e rcen t)  on the fo u r-y ea r  
campuses. A ch i-sq u are  of .891 was n o t s i g n i f i c a n t .  Females were 
suspended with r e l a t i v e l y  equal frequency on both the  two.-year and fo u r-  
year  campuses of the LSU System a t  the completion o f sophomore s t a t u s .
Though evidence did in d ic a te  a num erical d i f f e re n c e  between the 
number of s tuden ts  on th e  two-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses, who were 
suspended fo r  academic reasons  a t  the end o f the sophomore y ea r ,  t h i s  
evidence f a i l e d  to  in d ic a te  a s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e re n c e  between the two 
types of campuses. Regardless of the type o f campus, a s tuden t had 
approximately the same chance of being suspended a f t e r  the  sophomore 
y e a r .
In  comparing sophomore year suspensions w ith the freshman year 
suspensions, a s l i g h t  in c rease  in  percen tages  was recorded  fo r  both 
types of campuses. On the two-year campuses, 30.35 pe rcen t of the males 
were suspended a f t e r  the freshman year  and 34.38 pe rcen t a f t e r  the 
sophomore year .  Females recorded an in c rease  from 20.61 percen t to  
24.44 p e rcen t.
Table 29
Sophomore Year Academic Suspensions by Type o f  C ollege Campus
Type of 
Camous
Suspensions
Non-
Suspensions Total
M F T M F T M F T
No. 98 43 141 187 133 320 285 176 461
Two-Year
% 34.38 24.44 65.62 75.56 100.00 100.00
No. 139 63 202 254 241 495 393 304 697
Four-Year
% 35.36 20.72 64.64 79.28 100.00 100.00
2
7C = .070 (Males: based on t o t a l )  ( P > . 05)
•ft -  .891 (Fem ales: based on t o t a l )  (P >  .05)
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A d e f i n i t e  in c rease  was a lso  noted on the fo u r-y ea r  campuses. 
There were 15.38 p e rcen t of the  males who were suspended a t  the  
completion of the freshman y ea r ,  while 35.36 pe rcen t were dropped a f t e r  
th e  sophomore y ea r .  Female suspensions rose  from 9.92 pe rcen t a f t e r  
the freshman year to  20.72 percen t a t  the conclusion  of the sophomore 
y ea r .
Many of th ese  s tuden ts  were suspended fo r  one semester while 
o th e rs  were suspended fo r  an e n t i r e  academic y ea r .  No a ttem pt was made 
to  ca teg o r ize  th ese  d i f f e re n c e s .
Data determined from the a n a ly s is  of v a r ian ce  computations of 
ju n io r  year g rad e -p o in t  averages and type of campus of o r ig in a l  e n try  
a re  found in  Table 30. Mean scores  fo r  both the sex-type  and campus- 
type a re  found in  Table 31.
The male mean g rad e-p o in t  averages fo r  the 453 males remaining 
a f t e r  s ix  sem esters of a ttendance was 2 .376. Males on the  two-year 
campuses had a s l i g h t l y  h ig h e r  mean score than males on the fo u r-y ea r  
campuses.
There were 318 females who completed the ju n io r  year with a 
female mean g rad e-p o in t  average of 2.590. The females on the fo u r-y ea r  
campuses had the h ig h er  mean sco re .
An F va lue  of 21.173 was h igh ly  s ig n i f i c a n t .  Females who 
i n i t i a l l y  en ro l le d  on both the two-year and fo u r-y ea r  campuses of the 
LSU System, had s ig n i f i c a n t l y  h igher  g rade-po in t  averages a t  the end of 
the  ju n io r  year of u n iv e r s i ty  a t tendance .
Of the 771 s tu d en ts  who were s t i l l  e n ro l le d ,  265 had been 
i n i t i a l l y  e n ro lle d  on the  two-year campuses and had a mean g rad e-p o in t  
average of 2.454. A s l i g h t l y  h igher mean average of 2.512 was recorded
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Table 30
A n a lysis  o f Variance fo r  Junior Year GPA,
C la s s if ie d  According to  Sex and Type o f
LSU Campus o f O rig in a l R e g is tr a tio n
Source of Degrees of 
Freedom
Sum of 
Squares F
Sex 1 7.468 21.173**
Type-Campus 1 0.548 1.555
Sex x Type-Campus 1 0.942 2.671
E rro r 767 270.549
* * S ig n if ic a n t  a t  .01 le v e l
Table 31
Least Squares Mean Achievement o f S tudents in  Ju n io r  
Year GPA, C la s s i f ie d  According to  Sex and Type 
of LSU Campus of O rig in a l  R e g is t r a t io n
Type-Campus Sex
Male Female Total
Two-Year 
Four-Year 
Total Means
2.385
2.367
2.376
2.523
2.656
2.590
2.454
2.512
2.474
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fo r  the 506 s tu d en ts  on the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses. An r a t i o  of 1.555 was 
not s ig n i f i c a n t .  Though s tu d en ts  on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses had s l i g h t l y  
h ig h er  g rade-po in t averages a t  the  completion of the ju n io r  y ea r ,  than 
those  s tuden ts  on the two-year campuses, t h i s  d i f fe re n c e  was no t 
s ig n i f i c a n t .
The mean d if fe re n c e  between males on the two-year and fo u r-y ea r  
campuses was .018 in  favor of the two-year campus m ales. This 
d i f fe re n c e  was not s ig n i f i c a n t .  The mean d i f fe re n c e  f o r  females was 
.133 with the fo u r-y ea r  campus females reco rd in g  the h ig h er  sco re .  The 
mean d if fe re n c e  fo r  males was n e g l ig ib le .  The 2.671 F r a t i o  in d ic a te d  
t h a t  both v a r ia b le s ,  sex-type and campus-type, were no t la rge  enough 
to  record  any s ig n i f i c a n t  i n t e r a c t io n  e f f e c t s  in  e i t h e r  case .  Females 
on both types of campuses had s ig n i f i c a n t l y  h ig h er  g rad e -p o in t  averages 
than males.
In  Table 32 are  found the c o e f f i c i e n t s  of c o r r e la t io n  of grade- 
p o in t  averages befo re  and a f t e r  t r a n s f e r ,  fo r  s tu d en ts  who t r a n s f e r r e d  
a f t e r  the f i r s t  or second year  o f  u n iv e r s i ty  a t ten d an ce .
R e la t iv e ly  high c o r r e la t io n s  a re  recorded  fo r  a l l  s tu d en ts  who 
t r a n s f e r r e d  from one campus to  ano th e r .  Most of the s tuden ts  
t r a n s f e r r e d  from two-year campuses to  e i t h e r  of the two, fo u r-y ea r  
campuses of the LSU System, o r  to  one of the u n i v e r s i t i e s  superv ised  by 
the S ta te  Board of Education. Receiving i n s t i t u t i o n s  recorded the 
fo llow ing t r a n s f e r s :
Table 32
C o rre la t io n s  of G rade-poin t Averages o f S tudents  Before ana A fte r  T ran s fe r ,  C la s s i f ie d
According to  LSU Campus o f O rig in a l  R e g is t ra t io n
F i r s t
Campus
Second
Campus
Time of 
T ran sfe r
Number-
S tudents
Freshman-
Sophomore
GPA
Number- 
S tudents
Freshman-
Ju n io r
GPA
Two-Year Four-Year Freahman 114 .75 90 .69
Two-Year Four-Year Sophomore 177 .85a 161 .68
Four-Year Four-Year Freshman 120 .87 91
00•
Four-Year Four-Year Sophomore 49 .74a 49 .74
C o r r e l a t i o n  of grades on the same campus p r io r  to  t r a n s f e r
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Table 33
Receiving I n s t i t u t i o n s  fo r  LSU System T ransfe rs
I n s t i t u t i o n No. S tudents
Northwestern S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty 118
Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty ,  Baton Rouge 93
Southeastern  Louisiana U n iv e rs i ty 75
U n iv e rs i ty  of Southwestern Louisiana 49
N icho lls  S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty 20
McNeese S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty 19
Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty ,  New Orleans 15
Louisiana Tech U n iv e rs i ty 4
N ortheast Louisiana .University 3
Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty ,  Eunice 2
Grambling College of Louisiana 2
Southern U n iv e rs i ty ,  Baton Rouge (In fo rm ation
Southern U n iv e rs i ty ,  New Orleans no t a v a i la b le )
Of the 114 s tu d en ts  who t r a n s f e r r e d  a f t e r  the freshman y e a r ,  a 
c o r r e la t io n  of .75 was h ig h ly  s ig n i f i c a n t .  Also, a h ig h ly  s ig n i f i c a n t  
c o r r e la t io n  of .69 was r e a l i z e d  fo r  the 90 s tu d en ts  who remained on the 
second campus, u n t i l  the  completion o f the  ju n io r  year  of c o l le g e .
Of the 177 s tuden ts  who t r a n s f e r r e d  to  a fo u r-y e a r  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  
161 completed the  ju n io r  year  of c o l le g e .  A c o r r e l a t i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t  of 
.85 was r e a l i z e d  fo r  the freshman-sophomore g rad e -p o in t  average r ,  
though th i s  va lue  was computed fo r  sco res  rece ived  on the  same campus 
p r io r  to  t r a n s f e r .  A freshm an-jun ior g rad e -p o in t  average t  o f  .68  
was achieved fo r  the 161 two-year t r a n s f e r s  who completed the  ju n io r  
y ea r .  Though th i s  value was lower than the freshman-sophomore grade- 
po in t  average r ,  i t  did denote a h igh r e la t io n s h ip .
Four-year campus s tu d en ts  who t r a n s f e r r e d  to  ano ther fo u r-y ea r  
campus a f t e r  the freshman year numbered 120. The freshman-sophomore 
g rade-po in t  average r  was .87. Some 91 of these  s tu d en ts  did remain
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u n t i l  the  completion of the  ju n io r  year  with a freshm an-jun io r  grade- 
p o in t  average v  of .78. There were 49 s tu d en ts  on the  fo u r-y e a r  
campuses who t r a n s f e r r e d  a f t e r  the sophomore year to  another fo u r-y ea r  
campus. The freshman-sophomore g rad e -p o in t  average achieved on the  
same campus p r io r  to  the t r a n s f e r  was .74. A ll of th ese  s tu d en ts  
remained to  complete the  ju n io r  year  w ith  a s im i la r  v a lu e  fo r  the 
freshm an-jun ior g rad e-p o in t  average r  of .74 . Both o f  th ese  va lu es  
in d ic a te d  a high r e l a t io n s h ip  between grades rece iv ed  on the  campus of 
o r ig in a l  e n try  with the grades rece iv ed  a f t e r  t r a n s f e r .
G enerally , s tu d en ts  on both th e  two-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses 
o f  the Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty  System, who t r a n fe r r e d  e i t h e r  to  a 
fo u r-y ea r  campus of the System, or to  a u n iv e r s i ty  under the  su p e rv is io n  
of the S ta te  Board of Education, a f t e r  the freshman o r sophomore y ea r ,  
had grades a f t e r  t r a n s f e r  s im i la r  to  those they  had p rev io u s ly  earned. 
Whether a s tu d en t  remained on a campus of o r ig in a l  r e g i s t r a t i o n  or 
t r a n s f e r r e d  to  ano ther u n iv e r s i ty ,  h i s  chances o f ach iev ing  a su c c e ss fu l  
g rad e-p o in t  average (o r  s im i la r  average) were g e n e ra l ly  about th e  same, 
a f t e r  a f u l l  y e a r 's  a t ten d an ce .
Chapter 4 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
Students  w ith  e x c e l le n t  academic a b i l i t y  on the  two-year 
campuses, g e n e ra l ly  compared favo rab ly  with the  most ab le  s tuden ts  on 
the fo u r-y ea r  campuses. The c o n t r a s t  in  ranges of a b i l i t y  between 
s tu d en ts  on both types of campuses, and the c o n t ra s t  in  the mean or 
median a b i l i t y  were more pronounced.
G leazer (1964:45), re p o r te d  on the d iv e r s i t y  in  both types of 
s tu d e n ts :  "D ifferences  among ju n io r  c o lleg es  and among ju n io r  co lleg e
s tu d en ts  w i l l  continue to  e x i s t ,  j u s t  as marked d i f fe re n c e s  may be 
observed among fo u r-y e a r  c o l leg es  and u n iv e r s i t i e s  and t h e i r  s tu d e n ts ."
I .  SUMMARY
This s tudy was designed to  id e n t i fy  th e  s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  
i f  any, in  background f a c to r s  which may have e x is te d  between s tu d en ts  
on the two-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses of the  Louisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs i ty  
System. F ac to rs  included  the  s iz e  o f the h igh school g raduating  c l a s s ,  
the  type of high school, the  type of curricu lum , the  ACT composite sco re ,  
th e  ex ten t  of e x t r a - c u r r i c u la r  p a r t i c ip a t i o n ,  the  sex, the  le v e l  of 
academic a s p i r a t io n ,  the s e le c te d  housing in  c o l le g e ,  the e x te n t  of 
f in a n c ia l  need, the  a n t ic ip a te d  hours of p a r t - t im e  work, and the grade- 
po in t  averages in  high sc h o o l- -E n g l ish , mathematics, s o c ia l  s tu d ie s ,  
and sc ien ce .
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An a d d i t io n a l  purpose was to  determine whether s tu d en ts  on the  
two types of campuses performed d i f f e r e n t ly  in  academic a re a s ,  a f t e r  
enrollm ent in  the  System. F ac to rs  in v e s t ig a te d  included: d ro p -o u ts ,  
academic suspensions, and academic p roba tions  a t  the conc lus ion  of th e  
freshman, sophomore, and ju n io r  years of c o l le g e .  G rade-poin t averages 
of a l l  remaining s tu d en ts  were analyzed.
A f in a l  purpose was to  re sea rch  the academic performance of 
t r a n s f e r  s tuden ts  as c o n tra s te d  with the "n a t iv e "  s tu d en ts  who were 
i n i t i a l l y  e n ro l le d  on the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses. The f a c to r s  analyzed were 
the  c o r r e la t io n  between freshman and ju n io r  year g rad e -p o in t  averages 
of n a t iv e  s tu d en ts  and t r a n s f e r  s tu d e n ts .
A frequency d i s t r i b u t i o n  and a ch i-sq u a re  procedure were used 
to  in d ic a te  s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f fe re n c e s  between s tu d en ts  on both  ty p e s  of 
campuses in  re fe re n c e  to  background f a c to r s .  An a n a ly s is  of v a r ian ce  
technique was used to  t e s t  d if fe re n c e s  between g rad e-p o in t  averages and 
ACT composite sc o re s .  And f i n a l l y ,  a c o r r e la t io n  ta b le  was devised to  
analyze th e  b a s ic  r e la t io n s h ip s  between th e  g rad e -p o in t  averages of 
s tu d en ts  who t r a n s f e r r e d  and those who remained on the fo u r-y e a r  
campuses.
The f i r s t  f a c to r  to  be in v e s t ig a te d  d e a l t  with high school 
graduating  c la s s  s iz e  in  re fe ren ce  to  the type c o l le g e  campus of o r ig in a l  
e n try  in  the LSU System.
G enerally , the  la rg e r  the high schoo l, the  g r e a te r  the 
p o s s i b i l i t y  th a t  the s tu d en ts  would e n te r  a fo u r-y e a r  campus. S tudents  
from small high school g raduating  c la s s e s ,  both male and female, 
en te red  the  two-year campuses with g re a te r  frequency than the fo u r-y e a r
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campuses. A s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e re n c e  did  e x i s t  between the s iz e  of the  
high school g raduating  c la s s  and the  campus of o r ig in a l  e n t ry .
The type of high school a t ten d ed  c o n s t i tu te d  the  second f a c to r
in  t h i s  study. The g r e a t e s t  m a jo r i ty  of s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses of the
LSU System, a ttended  p u b lic  high schoo ls .  P r iv a te ,  non-denominational 
high schools accounted fo r  only a very  small percen tage of the t o t a l  
s tu d e n ts .  There were n e a r ly  twice as many males and th re e  times as 
many females on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses as on the  two-year campuses, who 
had a ttended p r iv a te ,  c h u r c h - a f f i l i a t e d  schoo ls .  This d if fe re n c e  was 
h ig h ly  s ig n i f i c a n t .  There was a s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e re n c e  between s tu d en ts
on the two-year and fo u r-y ea r  campuses, in  re fe re n c e  to  the type of
high school a tten d ed .
Curriculum types were explored as to  the  r e l a t io n s h ip  between 
h igh  school c u r r ic u la  pursued and campuses of o r ig in a l  e n t ry  in  the 
LSU System. S tudents who en te red  fo u r-y e a r  campuses were more l ik e ly  
to  have completed a c o l le g e -p re p a ra to ry  course in  h igh school than  those 
s tu d en ts  who en te red  two-year campuses. The two-year campus s tu d en ts  
followed general curricu lum  p a t te r n s  in  h igh  school w ith  g r e a te r  
frequency than the fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d e n ts .  Also, two-year campus 
s tu d en ts  took more commercial courses  than  fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d e n ts .
A ch i-sq u a re  va lue  was h ig h ly  s ig n i f i c a n t .  There e x is te d  a 
s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f fe re n c e  between s tu d e n ts  on the  two-year campuses and 
the fo u r-y ea r  campuses, as to  the  type o f curricu lum  followed in  
secondary school.
The ex ten t  of p a r t i c ip a t i o n  in  high school c o - c u r r ic u la r  
a c t i v i t i e s  was in v e s t ig a te d  to  determine i f  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f fe re n c e s  
e x is te d  between s tu d en ts  of the  two-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses.
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Approximately te n  p e rcen t  of a l l  s tu d en ts  in d ic a te d  no involvement in  
e x t r a - c u r r i c u la r  a c t i v i t i e s .  About o n e -h a lf  o f  a l l  s tu d en ts  on a l l  
campuses in d ic a te d  average p a r t i c ip a t i o n ,  w hile  one-fou rth  rep o rted  
above average c o - c u r r ic u la r  types of a c t i v i t i e s .  No s ig n i f i c a n t  
d i f fe re n c e s  were found between s tu d en ts  on the  two-year and fo u r-y ea r  
campuses as to  the degree o f  e x t r a - c la s s  p a r t i c ip a t io n .
R e s id e n t ia l  housing in  c o l le g e  was explored as a background 
f a c to r  w ith  a l l  s tu d e n ts ,  even though the  two-year campuses were 
r e s t r i c t e d  as to  the lack  of d o rm ito r ie s ,  f r a t e r n i t y  and s o ro r i ty  
houses, and on-campus apartm ents.
About f i f t e e n  p e rcen t  of the  two-year campus s tu d en ts  and f o r ty -  
f iv e  pe rcen t of th e  fo u r -y e a r  campus s tu d en ts  s e le c te d  c o lleg e  * 
d o rm ito r ie s .  A small percen tage  of s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses s e le c te d  
f r a t e r n i t y  and s o r o r i ty  houses as w ell as apartm en ts .  More males than 
females in d ic a te d  a d e s ir e  to  l iv e  in  apartm ents . About four of every 
f iv e  males and females on the two-year campuses and f iv e  of every ten  
males and females on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses, in d ic a te d  th a t  they would 
l iv e  a t  home or with r e l a t i v e s  as Louisiana law s t i p u l a t e s .  S tudents 
on the fo u r-y ea r  campuses were more l i k e ly  to  s e l e c t  dormitory or some 
o th e r  type of campus housing than s tu d en ts  on th e  two-year campuses.
The a b i l i t y  o f  s tu d en ts  to  meet a l l  of th e  f in a n c ia l  o b l ig a t io n s  
in  co lleg e  was explored as ano ther background f a c to r  with a l l  of the 
s tu d e n ts .  Approximately o ne-fou rth  of a l l  s tu d en ts  in d ica ted  they 
would need f in a n c ia l  a id  throughout t h e i r  c o l l e g ia te  programs. About 
o n e - f i f th  of a l l  the s tu d e n ts  s ta te d  t h a t  they would need monetary he lp  
a f t e r  the freshman y e a r .  Some t h r e e - f i f t h s  of a l l  s tu d en ts  re p o rted  no
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apparent need fo r  f in a n c ia l  he lp  e i t h e r  during the freshman year  or 
t h e r e a f t e r .
No apparent d if fe re n c e  was found between s tu d en ts  on the  two- 
y ear  and fo u r-y ea r  campuses, as to  the f in a n c ia l  need f a c to r .
Students on the two-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses were asked to  
respond to  a p a r t - t im e  work f a c to r ,  while a t te n d in g  any o f the campuses 
of the  LSU System. About tw o - th ird s  of the  males and o n e-h a lf  of the 
females on a l l  campuses in d ic a te d  th a t  they  would work p a r t - t im e .  One- 
th i r d  of the males and o n e - f i f th  of the females on a l l  campuses planned 
to  work from ten to n ine teen  hours p a r t - t im e .  Almost o n e - f i f t h  of the  
males on the two-year campuses and o n e- ten th  o f th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses 
decided to  work from twenty to  twenty-nine hours p a r t - t im e .  A small 
number of s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses planned to  work t h i r t y  o r more hours 
weekly p a r t - t im e .
No s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f fe re n c e s  were found between males and females 
on the  two-year and fo u r-y ea r  campuses in  re fe ren ce  to  p a r t - t im e  work. 
More males than females g e n e ra l ly ,  planned to  work p a r t - t im e  on a l l  
campuses of the LSU System.
The a n t ic ip a te d  academic le v e l  of s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses was 
the next f a c to r  researched in  t h i s  s tudy . Less than one percen t of the 
males and f iv e  p e rcen t  of the  females on a l l  campuses in d ic a te d  a 
v o c a t io n a l - te c h n ic a l  educa tion . Only a small percen tage  o f s tu d en ts  
on a l l  campuses s e le c te d  a s s o c ia te  degree or ju n io r  c o lleg e  programs. 
About f i f t y  percen t of a l l  s tuden ts  in d ic a te d  an i n t e r e s t  in  a b a c h e lo r 's  
degree on both types o f campuses. A much g re a te r  percen tage  of males 
and females on the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses than  on the two-year campuses, 
in d ic a te d  a m as te rs ' degree as a te rm inal accomplishment. Four-year
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campus males re p re sen ted  a g re a te r  i n t e r e s t  in  a d o c to ra te  as 
ed u ca tio n a l goal th an  those s tu d e n ts ,  both  male and fem ale, on th e  two- 
year campuses.
Students on th e  fo u r-y ea r  campuses had s ig n i f i c a n t l y  g re a te r  
educa tio n a l a s p i r a t io n s  than s tu d e n ts  on the two-year campuses.
G enera lly , males had h ig h er  a n t ic ip a te d  le v e ls  than  fem ales.
S tu d en ts ' g rad e -p o in t  averages in  four major su b je c ts  in  
secondary sch o o l--E n g lish , m athem atics, s o c ia l  s tu d ie s ,  and s c ie n c e --  
were submitted to  an a n a ly s is  of v a r ian ce  p rocedure, to  determine 
d i f fe re n c e s  between sexes on both types of campuses in  the  LSU System.
Females had s ig n i f i c a n t l y  h ig h e r  grades in  high school English  
than males on a l l  campuses. Four-year campus s tu d e n ts ,  both male and 
female, had s ig n i f i c a n t l y  h ig h er  E ng lish  grades than two-year campus 
s tu d e n ts .  The in t e r a c t io n  of sex and type of campus was no t s ig n i f i c a n t .
In  mathematics, males and females had r e l a t i v e l y  s im i la r  grades 
in  high school. Though a d i f f e re n c e  did  e x i s t  between the two-year and 
fo u r-y e a r  campuses as to  the mean score  in  mathematics, t h i s  d i f fe re n c e  
was no t s ig n i f i c a n t .
Females had h ig h e r  mean grades in  s o c ia l  s tu d ie s  than males on 
a l l  campuses of the LSU System. S tuden ts  on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses had 
s ig n i f i c a n t l y  h igher  grades in  h igh school s o c ia l  s tu d ie s .  The 
i n te r a c t io n  of grades and campus-type was not s ig n i f i c a n t .
In high school sc ie n c e ,  females had grades which were 
s ig n i f i c a n t ly  h igher than m ales. The type of campus f a c to r  y ie lded  
r e l a t i v e l y  s im i la r  scores  on both types of campuses in  secondary school 
sc ie n ce .  The in t e r a c t io n  f a c to r  of sex and type of campus was h ig h ly  
s ig n i f i c a n t .
88
ACT composite sco res  were in v e s t ig a te d  to  determine s ig n i f i c a n t  
d i f fe re n c e s  between sexes and type of LSU campuses of o r ig in a l  e n t ry .  
Males had s ig n i f i c a n t ly  h ig h e r  ACT composite scores  than  females on 
both  the  two-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses. The i n t e r a c t io n  e f f e c t  of 
sex and type of campus was no t s i g n i f i c a n t .
The f i r s t  f a c to r  in v e s t ig a te d  a f t e r  the  s tu d en ts  had e n ro l le d  
was the  d i f fe re n c e  between s tu d en ts  on the two-year and fo u r-y ea r  
campuses, who had dropped out of c o l leg e  during the freshman y ea r ,  or 
befo re  the  sophomore y e a r .  Approximately s ix  pe rcen t of the s tu d en ts  
from the two-year campuses and e ig h t  p e rcen t  from the fo u r-y ea r  
campuses, withdrew during  or a t  the end of the freshman y e a r .  (This 
small percentage of d rop -ou ts  may be exp la ined , in  p a r t ,  by the  f a c t  
t h a t  a l l  s tu d e n ts  who f a i l e d  to  complete a t  l e a s t  one semester on any 
campus, were dropped from the sample and not included in  the o r ig in a l  
group.)
A c h i-sq u a re  va lue  was not s i g n i f i c a n t .  S tudents  who en te red  
e i t h e r  a two-year or a fo u r-y e a r  campus of the LSU System, dropped out 
with comparable frequency during or a f t e r  the freshman y ea r .
G rade-point averages fo r  the freshman year of c o l le g e  were 
compared with the  type of campus in  the  LSU System, to  determine i f  
s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f fe re n c e s  e x is te d  between sexes . The F r a t i o  was h ig h ly  
s ig n i f i c a n t .  Females had s ig n i f i c a n t l y  h ig h er  freshman grades than 
m ales .
For the type of campus f a c to r ,  the F r a t i o  was no t s i g n i f i c a n t .  
Regardless of what type o f campus on which a student was i n i t i a l l y  
e n ro l le d ,  h is  freshman year  grades were no t s ig n i f i c a n t ly  d i f f e r e n t .
The in t e r a c t io n  e f f e c t  was no t s ig n i f i c a n t .
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Freshman year suspensions fo r  academic reasons were in v e s t ig a te d  
fo r  s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s .  The ch i-sq u a re  va lue  was h ig h ly  
s ig n i f i c a n t .  S tuden ts , bo th  male and female, who en te red  one of the 
two-year campuses of the LSU System were more l i k e l y  to  be suspended 
than those s tu d en ts  on the  fo u r-y ea r  campuses. No s ig n i f i c a n t  
d i f fe re n c e s  were found between males and females.
Academic probations  on a l l  campuses of the LSU System were 
in v e s t ig a te d  fo r  s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f fe re n c e s  a t  the completion of the 
freshman y ea r .  About one-ha lf  of a l l  the males and o n e - th ird  of a l l  the 
females on both the two-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses were placed on 
p ro b a tio n a ry  s ta tu s  a t  the end of th e  freshman y e a r .  The ch i-sq u a re  
va lue  was no t s i g n i f i c a n t .  R egardless  of the type of campus of o r ig in a l  
e n t ry ,  th e  chances of being placed on academic p ro b a tio n  were about the 
same fo r  freshman s tu d e n ts .  Males on both types of campuses were placed  
on p ro b a tio n  with g r e a te r  frequency than fem ales.
S tudent d rop-outs  on a l l  campuses during or a t  the  end of the 
sophomore y e a r ,  were in v e s t ig a te d .  Approximately tw en ty - th ree  percen t 
of the s tu d e n ts  dropped out of co lleg e  on the two-year campuses, while 
f i f t e e n  pe rcen t of the s tu d en ts  on the fo u r-y ea r  campuses chose to  
te rm ina te  t h e i r  formal educa tion . Students who a ttended  a two-year 
campus had a s ig n i f i c a n t ly  g r e a te r  p r o b a b i l i ty  of dropping out of c o l leg e  
during  or a t  the  end of the sophomore year than  the  s tu d en ts  on the fo u r-  
year campuses. No s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f fe re n c e s  were found between males and 
fem ales .
Sophomore year g rad e-p o in t  averages were submitted to  an 
a n a ly s is  of v a r ian ce  procedure. On the  two-year and fo u r-y ea r  campuses, 
females had s ig n i f i c a n t ly  h ig h e r  grades than m ales. For the type of
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campus f a c to r ,  the fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d en ts  had s ig n i f i c a n t l y  h ig h er  
g rade-po in t  averages than  two-year campus s tu d e n ts .  On both  types of 
campuses, fem ales ' grades fo r  the  sophomore year were s ig n i f i c a n t ly  
h ig h e r  than males. The i n t e r a c t io n  of sex and type of campus was no t 
s ig n i f i c a n t .
S tudents on the two-year campuses of the LSU System, who were 
placed on academic p ro b a tio n  a t  the end of the  sophomore y ea r ,  were 
compared with the fo u r-y ea r  campus s tu d en ts  to  determine i f  s ig n i f i c a n t  
d if fe re n c e s  e x is te d .  Almost tw o - f i f th s  o f  the  t o t a l  sample on the 
fo u r-y ea r  campuses, and o ne-fou rth  of the sample on the  two-year 
campuses, were p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n  a f t e r  the sophomore y ea r .
A s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e re n c e  was found between the two-year and fo u r-y ea r  
campus males. Males on the fo u r-y e a r  campuses had a s ig n i f i c a n t l y  
g re a te r  r a t e  of p ro b a tio n  fo r  the sophomore year than the two-year 
campus males. No s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e re n c e  was found fo r  females on both 
types of campuses. Females were p laced  on p ro b a tio n  with comparable 
frequency on a l l  campuses a t  the end of the sophomore y ea r .
A fter  four sem esters of u n iv e r s i ty  a t ten d an ce , the  s tu d en ts  
suspended fo r  academic reasons  were compared fo r  campus and sex 
v a r ia t io n s  to  determ ine s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s .  About o n e - th ird  of the  
males on both types of campuses were suspended a f t e r  the sophomore y ea r .  
No s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e re n c e s  were found fo r  m ales. Approximately one- 
fo u rth  of the  females on a l l  campuses were suspended a f t e r  four 
sem esters . The ch i-sq u a re  va lue  was no t s ig n i f i c a n t .  On both  types 
of campuses, females were suspended w ith  comparable frequency a f t e r  the 
sophomore year .
G rade-point averages fo r  ju n io r  year work fo r  the s tu d en ts  who 
t r a n s f e r r e d  from two-year campuses, were compared w ith  the fo u r-y ea r  
campus s tu d en ts  to  determine s ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e re n c e s .  Males from the 
two-year campuses had a s l i g h t l y  h igher g rad e-p o in t  average than the 
fo u r-y ea r  campus males though th i s  d if fe re n c e  was not s ig n i f i c a n t .
Females on the fo u r-y ea r  campuses had s ig n i f i c a n t ly  h igher mean grade- 
po in t averages than those females on the two-year campuses. Females 
from both the two-year and the fo u r-y ea r  campuses, had h igher  g rad e -p o in t  
averages than males on both types o f campuses, a t  the completion of the 
ju n io r  year .
R e la t iv e ly  high c o r r e la t io n s  of g rad e -p o in t  averages were found 
fo r  both the two-year and the fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d e n ts ,  who t r a n s f e r r e d  
e i t h e r  a f t e r  the f i r s t  or second year of c o l le g e .  For those s tuden ts  
who completed the ju n io r  year on the second campus, freshman year grade- 
po in t averages showed s ig n i f i c a n t ly  high c o r re la t io n s  w ith  ju n io r  year 
grade f a c to r s .
Because of these  high c o r r e la t io n s ,  i t  would appear th a t  whether
a s tu d en t  remained on a "n a t iv e "  campus, or t r a n s f e r r e d  to  ano ther campus
or u n iv e r s i ty ,  h is  chances of s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  ach iev ing  a s im i la r  g rade-
po in t average were r e l a t i v e ly  the same.
CONCLUSIONS
As a r e s u l t  of the da ta  ta b u la ted  concerning the background and 
academic f a c to rs  in  th i s  s tudy , the fo llow ing conclusions were determined
1. S tudents from small high school g raduating  c la s se s  e n te red  
the two-year campuses w ith  g re a te r  frequency, while s tu d en ts  from la rg e r  
c la s s e s  en te red  fo u r-y ea r  campuses of the LSU System.
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2. The g re a te s t  m a jo rity  o f th e  s tu d e n ts  on a l l  campuses 
a tten d ed  p u b lic  secondary schools b efo re  r e g is te r in g  on one of the 
campuses o f the LSU System.
3 . Most of th e  s tu d en ts  on th e  tw o-year campuses follow ed 
g en era l courses in  secondary schoo l, w hile  fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d en ts  
completed c o lle g e -p re p a ra to ry  programs w ith  g re a te r  frequency .
4 . The m a jo rity  o f s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses re p o rte d  average 
p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  secondary school e x t r a - c u r r ic u la r  a c t i v i t i e s .
5 . Most o f the  tw o-year campus s tu d e n ts  planned to  l iv e  a t  home 
w hile a tte n d in g  co lle g e  and h a l f  o f th e  fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d en ts  
planned to  l iv e  in  c o lleg e  d o rm ito r ie s .
6 . S tudents on a l l  campuses in d ic a te d  no need fo r  f in a n c ia l  
h e lp  a f t e r  loans and sc h o la rsh ip s  had been assig n ed .
7. Approxim ately tw o -th ird s  o f the males on a l l  campuses 
expressed  need fo r  p a r t- t im e  work, and o n e - th ird  decided to  work from 
ten  to  n in e teen  hours o f p a r t- tim e  work weekly. O ne-half o f the  fem ales 
on a l l  campuses planned p a r t- t im e  work.
8 . F our-year campus s tu d e n ts ' ACT com posite sco res  were 
s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h e r than tw o-year campus s tu d e n ts .  Males had 
s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h e r ACT com posite sco res  than  fem ales on a l l  campuses.
9. Four-year s tu d en ts  had h ig h e r E ng lish  sco res  than  two-
y ear s tu d e n ts . Females had h ig h er high school E ng lish  grades than  m ales.
10. No s ig n i f ic a n t  d iffe re n c e s  were found between campus-type 
in  re fe ren ce  to  secondary school mathem atics g rad es.
11. F our-year campus s tu d en ts  had s l ig h t ly  h ig h e r  grades in  
h igh  school s o c ia l  s tu d ie s ,  than the tw o-year campus s tu d e n ts .  Female
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s tu d en ts  on the tw o-year and fo u r-y e a r  campuses scored  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  
h ig h e r grades in  h igh  school s o c ia l  s tu d ie s .
12. No s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e s  were found between tw o-year and 
fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d en ts  in  re fe re n c e  to  high school sc ien ce  g rades. 
Females scored s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er than  males on a l l  campuses.
13. Whether a s tu d e n t en te red  a tw o-year o r a fo u r-y ea r  campus, 
h is  chances o f dropping ou t o f c o lle g e  during  the  freshm an year were 
about the  same.
14. Though the type of campus was n o t s ig n i f ic a n t ,  fem ales had 
s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er freshman year g rad e -p o in t averages than  m ales.
15. S tudents were suspended w ith  much g re a te r  frequency on the 
tw o-year campuses than  the  fo u r-y e a r  campuses a t  the end of the  freshman 
y ear.
16. About o n e -h a lf  of the  males and o n e - th ird  of th e  fem ales on 
a l l  campuses were p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n  a f t e r  the  freshman y ea r.
17. S tudents on the tw o-year campuses, dropped ou t of c o lleg e  
w ith g re a te r  frequency than the  fo u r-y e a r  c o lle g e  s tu d en ts  a f t e r  the 
sophomore y ea r.
18. F our-year campus grades recorded  were h ig h e r  than  tw o-year 
campus g rad es. Female s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er 
sophomore year g rad e -p o in t averages than  male s tu d e n ts .
19. Males on th e  fo u r-y e a r  campuses were p laced  on academic 
p ro b a tio n  w ith  g re a te r  frequency a f t e r  th e  sophomore y e a r , than  males 
on the tw o-year campuses. No d if fe re n c e s  were recorded  fo r  fem ales on 
both  types of campuses.
20. More males were suspended fo r  academic reasons a f t e r  the 
sophomore y ea r , than  fem ales on a l l  campuses o f the  LSU System.
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21. F our-year campus fem ales had h ig h e r averages than  tw o-year 
campus fem ales. Ju n io r  year g ra d e -p o in t averages were s ig n i f ic a n t ly  
h ig h er fo r  fem ales than males on both types o f campuses.
22. R e la tiv e ly  high c o r re la t io n s  between freshman-sophomore
and freshm an-jun io r year g ra d e -p o in t av erag es, were recorded  fo r  s tu d e n ts  
who tra n s f e r r e d  a f t e r  th e  freshman or sophomore y ears  of u n iv e r s i ty  
a tten d an ce .
G en era lly , s tu d en ts  who en te red  the tw o-year campuses, a tten d ed  
sm all p u b lic  high sch o o ls , had lower ACT composite s c o re s , were suspended 
w ith  g re a te r  frequency a f t e r  the  freshm an y ea r , and had a g re a te r  r a te  
of a t t r i t i o n  a f t e r  th e  f i r s t  year of c o lle g e , than  s tu d en ts  who en te red  
the d e g ree -g ra n tin g  i n s t i t u t i o n s .
Male s tu d en ts  had s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h e r ACT com posite s c o re s , 
and were more l ik e ly  to  be p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n  o r suspension  
a f t e r  two y ears  of u n iv e r s i ty  work.
The female s tu d e n ts  on a l l  campuses scored  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er 
grades in  a l l  su b je c ts  in  secondary school as w ell as in  the freshm an, 
sophomore, and ju n io r  years  of u n iv e r s i ty  a tten d an ce .
A s ig n i f ic a n t  d if fe re n c e  was ev id en t between th e  tw o-year and 
fo u r-y e a r  campus s tu d en ts  in  th i s  s tu d y . To a g re a te r  degree , a 
s ig n i f ic a n t  d iffe re n c e  d id , indeed , e x is t  between male and female 
s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses of th e  LSU System.
As a r e s u l t  of th i s  study  th e  fo llow ing  recommendations appear 
to  be w arran ted :
Due to  the  com position of the s tu d en t bodies on the tw o-year 
campuses, as w ell as the in te n t  of th ese  i n s t i tu t io n s  to  meet community 
needs, the tw o-year campuses should p ro sp er from the in au g u ra tio n  of
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more te rm in a l types o f programs of sh o rt d u ra tio n . These courses could 
h e lp  to  p repare  s tu d en ts  who decide to ,  o r a re  fo rced  to ,  w ithdraw from 
co lleg e  a f t e r  the  freshman or sophomore y ea r.
S tudents who a tte n d  sm all high schools and who p lan  to  complete 
a t  le a s t  a b ac ca la u re a te  deg ree , may p rosper from one y e a r 's  a ttendance 
on a tw o-year campus. This in te rm ed ia te  year may h e lp  them a d ju s t  
su c c e ss fu lly  to  u n iv e r s i ty  l i f e .
Since fem ales made s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h er grades in  high school 
and c o lleg e  co u rses , were n o t suspended as f re q u e n tly  as m ales, and 
were no t p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n  as o f te n  as m ales, h igh school and 
co lle g e  counselo rs should encourage fem ales who need f in a n c ia l  
a s s is ta n c e ,  to  apply fo r  w ork-study and o th e r types of campus programs 
to  h e lp  meet r i s in g  c o s ts  o f a co lleg e  ed u ca tio n .
A major f in d in g  was the la rg e  number o f s tu d en ts  on a l l  campuses, 
e s p e c ia l ly  m ales, who were p laced  on academic p ro b a tio n , a t  the 
com pletion of the  freshman and sophomore years  of c o lle g e . Many s tu d e n ts  
changed co lleg e  m ajors e i th e r  as a r e s u l t  o f ,  o r as a consequence o f , 
academic p ro b a tio n . I t  i s  recommended th a t  th e  cou n se lin g  and t u t o r i a l  
a s s is ta n c e  provided s tu d e n ts  on a l l  campuses during  the freshman y e a r , 
be expanded to  in c lu d e  the sophomore y ea r. This s e rv ic e  should 
complement the  f a c u lty  ad v iso r program p re s e n tly  employed.
C onsiderable involvem ent in  c o -c u r r ic u la r  h igh  school programs 
was rep o rted  by most of the s tu d en ts  who remained in  c o lle g e . Counselors 
should s t r iv e  to  encourage s tu d e n ts ,  bo th  in  h igh  school and in  c o lle g e , 
to  p a r t ic ip a te  in  programs which s tim u la te  i n t e r e s t s ,  p rovide 
ch a llen g in g  m ental and p h y sica l co m p etitio n , and h e lp  to  develop s e l f -  
concepts .
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S tudents a re  p re s e n tly  p e rm itted  to  g raduate  from h igh  school 
w ith  twenty academic u n i ts  and le s s  than  fo u r y ears  a tten d an ce . High 
school counselo rs should h e lp  s tu d en ts  q u es tio n  whether they  a re  ready 
fo r  the experiences of c o lle g e . Freshman le v e l counselors a t  the 
u n iv e r s i ty  may wish to  re in fo rc e  th i s  concept in  group s e s s io n s , 
s tr e s s in g  a tten d an ce  in  c la s s e s ,  adequate study  h o u rs , reduced work 
lo ad s , and p erso n a l s a t i s f a c t io n .
These program s, i t  i s  a n t ic ip a te d ,  should h e lp  to  salvage the
g re a t lo ss  in  human e f f o r t  o f the co lle g e  d ro p -o u t.
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY
The fo llow ing  recommendations fo r  f u r th e r  study  a re  the  r e s u l t  
o f the  conclusions about th e  background and academic fa c to rs  under 
in v e s t ig a t io n .
1. A review should be completed concerning reasons why males
scored h ig h e r on ACT exam inations on a l l  campuses, y e t scored
c o n s is te n t ly  lower than  fem ales in  h igh  school and co lle g e  co u rses .
2. A socio-econom ic a n a ly s is  of reasons why s tu d en ts  a tte n d  
tw o-year o r fo u r-y e a r  campuses should h e lp  to  c l a r i f y  p e r t in e n t  data 
about housing , f in a n c ia l  need, planned work program, and le v e l of 
a s p ir a t io n .
3. The " c a re e r  concept" and e a r ly  g rad u a tio n  programs as 
promoted by the S ta te  Department of E ducation  n e c e s s i ta te d  the 
i n s t i t u t i o n  of many new courses in  ju n io r  and s e n io r  h igh  sch o o ls . With 
tim e, an in v e s t ig a t io n  should be conducted to  determ ine the  e f f e c t ,  i f  
any, of these  programs on u n iv e r s i ty  a tten d an ce .
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T o  a p p r o p r i a t e  t h e  s u m  o f  S i x  H u n d r e d  F i f t y  T h o u s a n d  
D o l l a r s  ( $ 0 5 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 )  o u t  o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  F u n d  o f  t h e  
S t a t e  o f  L o u i s i a n a  f o r  t h e  f i s c a l  y e a r  1 0 5 9 - 1 9 G 0  t o  t h e  
L o u i s i a n a  S l a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e ­
c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  t o  e x p a n d  i t s  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  C h a m b e r s  i n  
t h e  v i c i n i t y  o f  A l e x a n d r i a . ,  L o u i s i a n a ;  t o  p r o v i d e  f o r  t h e  
w i t h d r a w a l  o f  s a i d  f u n d s  f r o m  t h e  s l a t e  t r e a s u r y  u p o n  
w a r r a n t  o f  t h e  J ’ r e s i d e n t  o f  s a i d  i n s t i t u t i o n  a c c o m p a n i -
Act 45
c d  b y  p r o o f  t h a t  t h e  C o n g r e s s  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S l a t e s  h n s  
a u t h o r i z e d  t h e  u s e  f o r  g e n e r a l  e d u c a t i o n a l  p u r p o s e s  o f  
t h e  l a n d  a t  C h a m b e r s  g r a n t e d  b y  t h e  f e d e r a l  g o v e r n ­
m e n t  t o  t h e  s t a t e  f o r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  v o c a t i o n a l  t r a i n ­
i n g ;  a n d  t o  d i r e c t  t h e  i i o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  s a i d  i n ­
s t i t u t i o n  t o  u t i l i z e  s a i d  f u n d s ,  f o r  t h e  e x p a n s i o n  o f  t h e  
f a c i l i t i e s  a t  C h a m b e r s  t o  n o  m o r e  I l i a n  t h o s e  w h i c h  
a r e  s u i t a b l e  a n d  a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  a  t w o - y e a r  c o m m u t e r ’s *  
c o l l e g e  o f  h i g h e r  l e a r n i n g .
B e  i t  e n a c t e d  b y  t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e  o f  L o u i s i a n a :
S e c t i o n  1 .  T h e  s u m  o f  S i x  H u n d r e d  F i f t y  T h o u s a n d '  u t « r t o
D o l l a r s  ( $ 0 5 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 )  i s  h e r e b y  a p p r o p r i a t e d  o u t  o f  t h e S ^  n l I k , * - CL" -
G e n e r a l  F u n d  o f  t h e  S t a l e  o f  L o u i s i a n a  f o r  t h e  f i s c a l  
y e a r  1 9 5 9 - 1 9 0 0  t o  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  S t n l e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i ­
c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  e x p a n d ­
i n g  t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  o f  t h a t  i n s t i t u t i o n  a t  C h a m b e r s  i n  t h e  
v i c i n i t y  o f  A l e x a n d r i a .
S e c t i o n  2 .  T h e  f u n d s  a p p r o p r i a t e d  b y  t h i s  A c t  m a y  b e  « n u n u i  <r l a *  
w i t h d r a w n  f r o m  t h e  s t a l e  t r e a s u r y  u p o n  w a r r a n t  o f  t h e  
P r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  S l a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l ­
t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  a c c o m p a n i e d  b y  p r o o f  t h a t  
t h e  C o n g r e s s  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S l a t e s  h a s  a u t h o r i z e d  t h e  u s e  
f o r  g e n e r a l  e d u c a t i o n a l  p u r p o s e s  o f  t h e  l a n d  a t  C h a m b e r s  
a c q u i r e d  b y  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l ­
t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  a s  a  g r a n t  f r o m  t h e  f e d e r a l  
g o v e r n m e n t  t o  t h e  s t a l e  f o r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  v o c a t i o n a l  
t r a i n i n g .
S e c t i o n  3 .  T h e  f u n d s  a p p r o p r i a t e d  b y  t h i s  A c t  s h a l l  b e  
e x p e n d e d  b y  t h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  
S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  
i n  i t s  d i s c r e t i o n  f o r  t h e  e x p a n s i o n  o f  t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  o f  
t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  a t  C h a m b e r s ,  p r o v i d e d  t h a t  t h e  e x p a n s i o n  
o f  t h o s e  f a c i l i t i e s  s h a l l  b e  n o  m o r e  t h a n  i s  s u i t a b l e  a n d  a p ­
p r o p r i a t e  f o r  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  a  t w o - y e a r  
c o m m u t e r ’s  c o l l e g e  a t  C h a m b e r s ,  u n l e s s  f u r t h e r  e x p a n s i o n  
o r  e x t e n s i o n  o f  t h o s e  f a c i l i t i e s  i s  s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h e  e l e c t o ­
r a t e  o f  t h e  s t a l e  f o r  a p p r o v a l .
S e c t i o n  4 .  I f  a n y  p r o v i s i o n  o r  i t e m  o f  t h i s  A c t  o r  t h e  * « • * » • • * ■  
a p p l i c a t i o n  t h e r e o f  i s  h e l d  i n v a l i d ,  s u c h  i n v a l i d i t y  s h a l l  
n o t  a f f e c t  o t h e r  p r o v i s i o n s ,  i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  
A c t  w h i c h  c a n  b e  g i v e n  e f f e c t  w i t h o u t  t h e  i n v a l i d  p r o v i -  . 
s i o n s ,  i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n  a n d  t o  t h i s  e n d  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  
o f  t h i s  A c t  a r e  h e r e b y  d e c l a r e d  s e v e r a b l e .
S e c t i o n  5 .  A l l  l a w s  o r  p a r t s  o f  l a w s  i n  c o n f l i c t  h e r e w i t h  * « * .
a r e  h e r e b y  r e p e a l e d .
•  As U (•(•Dears In th e  enrolled MIL
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A p p e n d
t h e  c o m m e n c e m e n t  o f  e a c h  r e g u l a r  s e s s i o n  c o n v e n i n g  i n  
e v e n  n u m b e r e d  y e a r s  o n  a l l  o f f i c i a l  b u s i n e s s  d e n e  b y  h i m  
d u r i n g  t h e  p r e c e d i n g  b i e n n i u m .  l i e  s h a l l  s p e c i f y  t h e  s u i t s  a n d  
p r o s e c u t i o n s  a t  w h i c h  h e  a t t e n d e d ,  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  p e r s o n s  
p r o s e c u t e d ,  t h e  c r i m e s  f o r  w h i c h  a n d  t h e  p a r i s h e s  i n  w h i c h  
t h e  p r o s e c u t i o n s  w e r e  h a d ,  t h e  r e s u l t s  t h e r e o f ,  a n d  t h e  p u n ­
i s h m e n t s  i m p o s e d .
H e  s h a l l  i n c l u d e  i n  h i s  b i e n n i a l  r e p o r t  a n  a b s t r a c t  o f  
t h e  a n n u a l  r e p o r t s  o f  t h e  s e v e r a l  d i s t r i c t  a t t o r n e y s ,  w i t h  
s u c h  o b s e r v a t i o n s  a n d  s t a t e m e n t s  a s  i n  h i s  o p i n i o n  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  j u r i s p r u d e n c e  a n d  t h e  p r o p e r  a n d  e c o n o m i c a l  a d ­
m i n i s t r a t i o n  o f  t h e  c r i m i n a l  l a w  o f  t h e  s t a t e  s h a l l  w a r r a n t .
S e c t i o n  3 .  I f  a n y  p r o v i s i o n  o r  i t e m  o f  t h i s  A c t  o r  t h e  a p ­
p l i c a t i o n  t h e r e o f  i s  h e l d  i n v a l i d ,  s u c h  i n v a l i d i t y  s h a l l  n o t  
a f f e c t  o t h e r  p r o v i s i o n s ,  i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  A c t  
w h i c h  c a n  b e  g i v e n  e f f e c t  w i t h o u t  t h e  i n v a l i d ^  p r o v i s i o n s ,  
i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n  a n d  t o  t h i s  e n d  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h i s  
A c t  a r e  h e r e b y  d e c l a r e d  s e v e r a b l e .
S e c t i o n  4 .  A l l  l a w s  o r  p a r t s  o f  l a w s  i n  c o n f l i c t  h e r e w i t h  
a r e  h e r e b y  r e p e a l e d .
A p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  G o v e r n o r :  J u l y  5 ,  1 9 6 4 .
A  t r u e  c o p y :
W A D E  0 .  M A R T I N ,  J R .
S e c r e t a r y  o f  S t a t e .
A C T  N o .  4 1
H o u s e  D i l l  N o .  8 7 .  B y :  M e s s r s .  A .  D .  B r o w n ,  F u l c o ,
J o h n s t o n ,  S t i n s o n  a n d  C o o ­
p e r  a n d  S e n a t o r s  D a v i s ,  
R o g e r s  a n d  M o n t g o m e r y .
A N  A C T
T o  e s t a b l i s h ,  a s  a  b r a n c h  o r  e x t e n s i o n  o f  L o u i s i a n a  S t a t e  
U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e ,  a  
t w o - y e a r  j u n i o r  c o m m u t e r s ’  c o l l e g e  i n  t h e  S h r e v e p o r t -  
B o s s i e r  C i t y  A r e a  a n d  t o  d i r e c t  t h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  
o f  L o u i s i a n a  f ' r . t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  
M e c h a n i c a l  O . f  • : t o  d e t e r m i n e  Hie l o c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  c o l ­
l e g e ,  a c q u i r e  t v -  n e c e s s a r y  l a n d  t h e r e f o r ,  a n d  t o  e r e c t ,  
e q u i p  a n d  f u r n i s h  n e c e s s a r y  b u i l d i n g s  f o r  t h e  e s t a b l i s h ­
m e n t  o f  t h e  c o l l e g e ,  a n d  t o  a d m i n i s t e r  t h e  c o l l e g e .
B e  i t  e n a c t e d  h y  t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e  o f  L o u i s i a n a :
S e c t i o n  1 .  T h e r e  i s  h e r e b y  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  a s  a  b r a n c h  o r  e x ­
t e n s i o n  o f  I - o u i s i a n a  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  
M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e ,  a  t w o - y e a r  j u n i o r  c o m m u t e r s ’ c o l l e g e
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which shall be located In the Shreveport-Bossier C i t y  A r e a .
S e c t i o n  2 .  T h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  L o u i s i a n a  S t a t e  
U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  s h a l l  
d e t e r m i n e  t h e  l o c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  c o l l e g e ,  s h a l l  a c q u i r e  t h e  
n e c e s s a r y  l a n d  t h e r e f o r  a n d  s h a l l  c o n s t r u c t ,  e q u i p  a n d  f u r ­
n i s h  t h e  b u i l d i n g s  n e c e s s a r y  t h e r e f o r .
S e c t i o n  3 .  T h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  L o u i s i a n a  S t a t e  
U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  s h a l l  
a d m i n i s t e r  t h e  c o l l e g e .
S e c t i o n  4 .  I f  a n y  p r o v i s i o n  o r  i t e m  o f  t h i s  A c t  o r  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n  t h e r e o f  i s  h e l d  i n v a l i d ,  s u c h  i n v a l i d i t y  6 h a l l  n o t  
a f f e c t  o t h e r  p r o v i s i o n s ,  i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  A c t  
w h i c h  c a n  b e  g i v e n  e f f e c t  w i t h o u t  t h e  i n v a l i d  p r o v i s i o n s ,  
i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  a n d  t o  t h i s  e n d  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h i s  
A c t  a r c  h e r e b y  d e c l a r e d  s e v e r a b l e .
S e c t i o n  5 .  A l l  l a w s  o r  p a r t s  o f  l a w s  i n  c o n f l i c t  h e r e w i t h  
a r c  h e r e b y  r e p e a l e d .
A p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  G o v e r n o r :  J u n e  2 7 ,  1 9 6 4 .
A  t r u e  c o p y :
W A D E  0 .  M A R T I N ,  J R .
S e c r e t a r y  of S t a t e .
A C T  N o .  4 2
H o u s e  B i l l  N o .  8 8 .  B y :  M e s s r s .  A .  D .  B r o w n ,  F u l c o ,
J o h n s t o n ,  S t i n s o n  a n d  C o o ­
p e r  a n d  S e n a t o r s  D a v i s ,  
R o g e r s  a n d  M o n t g o m e r y .
A N  A C T
T o  e s t a b l i s h ,  a s  a  b r a n c h  o r  e x t e n s i o n  o f  S o u t h e r n  U n i v e r ­
s i t y ,  a  t w o - y e a r  j u n i o r  c o m m u t e r s '  c o l l e g e  i n  t h e  S h r e v e ­
p o r t - B o s s i e r  C i t y  a r e a  a n d  t o  d i r e c t  t h e  S l a t e  B o a r d  o f  
E d u c a t i o n  t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e  l o c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  c o l l e g e ,  a c ­
q u i r e  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  l a n d  t h e r e f o r ,  t o  e r e c t ,  e q u i p  a n d  
f u r n i s h  n e c e s s a r y  b u i l d i n g s  f o r  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  t h e  
c o l l e g e ,  a n d  t o  a d m i n i s t e r  t h e  c o l l e g e .
B e  i t  e n a c t e d  b y  t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e  o f  L o u i s i a n a :
S e c t i o n  1 .  T h e r e  i s  h e r e b y  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  a s  a  b r a n c h  o r  e x ­
t e n s i o n  o f  S o u t h e r n  U n i v e r s i t y ,  a  t w o - y e a r  j u n i o r  c o m m u t ­
e r s ’  c o l l e g e  w h i c h  s h a l l  b e  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  S h r e v e p o r t - B o s s i e r  
C i t y  A r e a .
S e c t i o n  2 .  T h e  S t a t e  B o a r d  o f  E d u c a t i o n  s h a l l  d e t e r m i n e  
t h e  l o c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  c o l l e g e ,  s h a l l  a c q u i r e  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  l a n d  
t h e r e f o r  a n d  s h a l l  c o n s t r u c t ,  e q u i p  a n d  f u r n i s h  t h e  b u i l d i n g s  
n e c e s s a r y  t h e r e f o r .
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i s i a n a  R e v i s e d  S t a t u t e s  o f  1 9 5 0 ,  r e l a t i v e  t o  m a n a g e m e n t ,
c o n t r o l  a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  t h e  o l d  G o v e r n o r ’s  M a n s i o n .
R e  i t  e n a c t e d  b y  t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e  o f  L o u i s i a n a :
S e c t i o n  1 .  S e c t i o n  5 7 3  o f  T i t l e  3 5  o f  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  R e v i s e d  
S t a t u t e s  o f  1 9 5 0  i s  h e r e b y  a m e n d e d  a n d  r e - e n a c t e d  t o  r e a d  
a s  f o l l o w . - ' :
§  5 7 3 .  M a n a g e m e n t  a n d  c o n t r o l  o f  b u i l d i n g s  a n d  g r o u n d s .
T h e  c o m m i s s i o n  s h a l l  h a v e  c u s t o d y ,  s u p e r v i s i o n  a n d  g e n -  '  
o r a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  c o n t r o l  o v e r  t h e  o l d  G o v e r n o r ’ s  M a n s i o n ,  
b u t  t i t l e  t o  s a i d  p r o p e r t y  s h a l l  r e m a i n  i n  t h e  S l a t e  o f  L o u ­
i s i a n a ,  a n d  t h e  b u i l d i n g  a n d  g r o u n d s  s h a l l  b e  m a i n t a i n e d  
b y  t h e  S u p e r i n t e n d e n t  o f  S t a t e  R u i l d i n g s  o u t  o f  t h e  r e g u l a r  
a p p r o p r i a t i o n  m a d e  f o r  s u c h  p u r p o s e s .  T h e  c o m m i s s i o n  s h a l l  
m a n a g e  t h e  s a i d  b u i l d i n g  a n d  i t s  g r o u n d s  a n d  s h a l l  c o n t r o l  
t h e  u s e  m a d e  t h e r e o f  a n d  t h e  s p a c e  t h e r e i n ,  a n d  s h a l l  m a k e  
a n  a n n u a l  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  G o v e r n o r .
S e c t i o n  2 .  A l l  l a w s  o r  p a r t s  o f  l a w s  i n  c o n f l i c t  h e r e w i t h  
a r c  h e r e b y  r e p e a l e d .
A p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  G o v e r n o r :  J u l y  5 ,  1 9 G 4 .
A  t r u e  c o p y :
W A D E  0 .  M A R T I N ,  J R .
S e c r e t a r y  o f  S t a t e .
A C T  N o .  7 4
H o u s e  B i l l  N o .  5 4 8 .  B y :  M e s s r s .  S y l v e s t e r  a n d  D u p u i s
a n d  S e n a t o r s  F o n t e n o t ,  E d ­
w a r d s ,  A d c o c k ,  G r a v o l c t ,  L e -  
B l a n c ,  E a g a n ,  P o s t o n  a n d  
D u p l n n t i c r .
A N  A C T
T o  a u t h o r i z e  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t ,  a s  a  b r a n c h  o r  e x t e n s i o n  o f  
L o u i s i a n a  S t a l e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i ­
c a l  C o l l e g e ,  o f  a  t w o - y e a r  j u n i o r  c o m m u t e r s ’  c o l l e g e  a t
• E u n i c e  i n  t h e  E u n i c e ,  C r o w l e y ,  J e n n i n g s  a n d  V i l l e  l ’ l a l l e  
a r e a  a n d  t o  a u t h o r i z e  t h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  J x > u -  
j s i a n a  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  
C o l l e g e  t o  a c q u i r e  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  l a n d  t h e r e f o r ;  a n d  t o  
c r c c l ,  e q u i p  a n d  f u r n i s h  n e c e s s a r y  b u i l d i n g s  f o r  t h e  c s l s i b -  
3 i :  n t  o f  t l i * ' :  c o l l e g e ,  a n d  t o  a d m i n i s t e r  t h e  c o l l e g e .
B e  i t  e n a c t e d  b y  t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e  o f  I / > u i . s i a n a :
S e c t i o n  1 .  T h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  I x m i s i a n a  S t a l e
U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  i s  h e r e b y
a u t h o r i z e d  t o  e s t a b l i s h ,  a s  n  b r a n c h  o r  e x t e n s i o n  o f  I / i u i s i a n n ,  
S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c n l l u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  
a  t w o - y e a r  j u n i o r  c o m m u t e r s ’  c o l l e g e  w h i c h  s h a l l  b e  l o c a t e d  a t  
E u n i c e  i n  t h e  E u n i c e ,  C r o w l e y ,  J e n n i n g s  a n d  V i l l e  l ’ l a t l e  
a r e a .
S e c t i o n  2 .  T h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  L o u i s i a n a  S t a l e  
U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  m a y  
a c q u i r e ,  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  l a n d  t h e r e f o r  a n d  s h a l l  c o n s t r u c t ,  
e q u i p  a n d  f u r n i s h  t h e  b u i l d i n g s  n e c e s s a r y  t h e r e f o r .
S e c t i o n  3 .  T h e  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  o f  L o u i s i a n a  S t a t e  
U n i v e r s i t y  a n d  A g r i c u l t u r a l  a n d  M e c h a n i c a l  C o l l e g e  s h a l l  
a d m i n i s t e r  t h e  c o l l e g e .
S e c t i o n  4 .  I f  a n y  p r o v i s i o n  o r  i t e m  o f  t h i s  A c t  o r  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n  t h e r e o f  i s  h e l d  i n v a l i d ,  s u c h  i n v a l i d i t y  s h a l l  n o t  
a f f e c t  o t h e r  p r o v i s i o n s ,  i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  A c t  
w h i c h  c a n  b e  g i v e n  e f f e c t  w i t h o u t  t h e  i n v a l i d  p r o v i s i o n s ,  
i t e m s  o r  a p p l i c a t i o n s ,  a n d  t o  t h i s  e n d  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h i s  
A c t  a r e  h e r e b y  d e c l a r e d  s e v e r a b l e .
S e c t i o n  5 .  A l l  l a w s  o r  p a r t s  o f  l a w s  i n  c o n f l i c t  h e r e w i t h  
a r e  h e r e b y  r e p e a l e d .
A p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  G o v e r n o r :  J u l y  2 ,  1 9 6 4 .
A  t r u e  c o p y :
W A D E  0 .  M A R T I N .  J R .
S e c r e t a r y  o f  S t a t e .
A C T  N o .  7 5
H o u s e  B i l l  N o .  5 8 3 . ,  B y :  M e s s r s .  C a s e y ,  L e B r c t o n  a n d
T r i c l i c .
A N  A C T
T o  a m e n d  a n d  r e - e n a c t  S e c t i o n  7 6 G  o f  T i t l e  G  o f  t h e  L o u i s i ­
a n a  R e v i s e d  S t a t u t e s  o f  1 9 5 0  t o  e x t e n d  t h e  g e o g r a p h i c a l  
a r e a  o f  t h e  l o c a t i o n  o f  i m m o v a b l e  a n d  m o v a b l e  p r o p e r t y  
w h i c h  m a y  b e  s e c u r i t y  f o r  l o a n s  b y  h o m e s t e a d  a n d  b u i l d ­
i n g  a n d  l o a n  a s s o c i a t i o n s  a n d  m a t t e r s  r e l a t i n g  t h e r e t o .
B e  i t  e n a c t e d  b y  t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e  o f  L o u i s i a n a :
S e c t i o n  1 .  S e c t i o n  7 G 6  o f  T i t l e  G  o f  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  R e v i s e d  
S t a t u t e s  i s  a m e n d e d  a n d  r e - e n a c t e d  t o  r e a d  r -  f o l l o w s :
E v e r y  l o a n  o n  i m m o v a b l e  p r o p e r l y  s h a l l  b e  s e c u r e d ,  e x c e p t  
a s  o t h e r w i s e  p r o v i d e d  i n  t h i s  P a r t ,  b y  v e n d o r ’ s  p r i v i l e g e  a n d  
f i r s t  m o r t g a g e  u p o n  i m m o v a b l e  p r o p e r t y  l o c a t e d  w i t h i n  t h e  
S t a t e  o f  L o u i s i a n a ,  e i t h e r  w i t h i n  1 0 0  m i l e s  o f  t h e  p l a c e
APPENDIX D
Columns 
1 - 9  
10 - 30
31
32
33
34
35
36 - 37 
38
COMPUTER CARD LAYOUT 
T i t le s
S o c ia l S e c u rity  Number (SOCSECNO)
S tudents Names (STUNAMES)
Sex (STUSEX)
LSU Branch Campus (LSUBRANC)
1 A lexandria
2 Baton Rouge
3 Eunice
4 New O rleans
5 Shreveport
S ize o f G raduating C lass (SIZECLAS)
1 Fewer than  25
2 2 5 - 9 9
3 100 - 399
4 400 o r more
Type of High School (TYPHISCH)
1 P ub lic
2 P r iv a te ,  Non-denom inational
3 P r iv a te ,  C hurch-Related
Type of High School Curriculum  (TYPSCHCU)
1 Commercial
2 T echnical
3 C o lleg e -P rep ara to ry
4 General
5 No D esignation
ACT Composite Score (ACTCOMPS)
E x tra c u r r ic u la r  A c t iv i t ie s  (HSEXCUAC)
1 Below Average ( 1 - 4  a c t i v i t i e s )
2 Average ( 5 - 8  a c t i v i t i e s )
3 Above Average (9 -12 a c t i v i t i e s )
4 Unusual Promise (13 up a c t i v i t i e s )
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APPENDIX D (con tin u ed)
Columns T i t le s
39 College Housing (HOUSING)
1 C ollege Dormitory
2 F ra te rn i ty  o r S o ro r ity  House
3 College Apartment
4 Off-Campus Apartment
5 Off-Campus Room
6 At Home or w ith R e la tiv e s
40 F in a n c ia l Need (FINNEED) (No Loans, S ch o la rsh ip s)
1 Need F i r s t  Year and L a te r
2 Need Only F i r s t  Year
3 Need bu t not F i r s t  Year
4 No F in a n c ia l Need
41 Part-T im e Work (HRSWORK)
1 Do n o t Expect to  Work
2 1 - 9  Hours per Week
3 1 0 - 1 9  Hours p er Week
4 2 0 - 2 9  Hours per Week
5 30 or more Hours per Week
42 High School Grades - E ng lish  (HISCGRS)
43 High School Grades - M athematics
44 High School Grades - S o c ia l S tud ies
45 High School Grades - Science
46 Level o f A sp ira tio n  (LEVOFASP)
1 V oca tio n a l/T ech n ica l Program
2 Ju n io r  C ollege or A sso c ia te  Degree
3 B ac h e lo r 's  Degree
4 1-2 Years Graduate Study, MA, MEd
5 D o cto ra te , PhD, EdD, MD, DDS, DVM, e tc .
47 Drop-out in  Freshman Year (DROPOUFR)
1 Yes
2 No
48 - 51 G rade-Point-A verage, Freshman (GPAFRYR)
52 Academic Suspension, Freshman (ACASUSFR)
1 Yes
2 No
53 Academic P ro b a tio n , Freshman (ACAPROFR)
54 D rop-out, Sophomore Year (DR0P0US0)
1 Yes
2 No
APPENDIX D (continued)
Columns 
55 - 58
59
60
61 
62 - 65 
66
67 - 68
T i t le s
G rade-Point-A verage, Sophomore (GQASOYR)
Academic Suspension, Sophomore (ACASUSSO)
1 Yes
2 No
Academic P ro b a tio n , Sophomore (ACAPROSO)
1 Yes
2 No
R e g is tra t io n  as Ju n io rs  (REGISJRS)
G rade-Point-A verage, Ju n io r (GPAJRYR)
T ran sfe r S ta tu s  (TRANSFER)
1 No T ran sfe r
2 During o r end o f Freshman Year
3 During or end of Sophomore Year
T ra n s fe rr in g  I n s t i t u t i o n  (TRANINST)
01 LSU A lexandria
02 LSU Baton Rouge
03 LSU Eunice
04 LSU New O rleans
05 LSU Shreveport
06 U n iv e rs ity  of Southw estern Louisiana
07 N orthw estern S ta te  U n iv e rs ity
08 McNeese S ta te  U n iv e rs ity
09 N ich o lls  S ta te  U n iv e rs ity
10 S o u th easte rn  L ouisiana U n iv e rs ity
11 Northw ast Louisiana U n iv e rs ity
12 Southern U n iv e rs ity  in  Baton Rouge
13 Southern U n iv e rs ity  in  New O rleans
14 Southern U n iv e rs ity  in  Shreveport
15 Grambling C ollege of Louisiana
16 L ouisiana Tech U n iv e rs ity
17 L ouisiana College
18 O ther P r iv a te  I n s t i tu t io n s  in  Louisiana
19 Out of S ta te  I n s t i tu t io n s
1 1 0
APPENDIX E
INSTITUTIONAL RESEARCH REPORT 
1967-68 - 1 
NOVEMBER 15, 1967 
LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY 
OFFICE OF INSTITUTIONAL RESEARCH
A Comparison of ACT Scores of Freshmen S tudents 
E n ro lled  a t  L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  a t  
A lexandria , Eunice and Shreveport
The purpose of th i s  study  was to  compare th e  sco res  on the ACT 
T est made by th e  freshm en s tu d e n ts  e n ro lle d  a t  th e  A lex an d ria , Euncie 
and Shreveport Campuses.
The s t a t i s t i c a l  com putations in  th is  re p o r t  a re  based upon the  
sco res  made by:
1. 219 freshmen a t  A lexandria
2. 252 freshmen a t  Eunice
>3. A sample of 200 drawn from th e  756 freshmen e n ro lle d  a t
S h rev ep o rt.
The mean fo r  each of the groups was:
1. 18.58 a t  A lexandria
2. 15.68 a t  Eunice
3. 18.57 a t  Shreveport
The S tandard d e v ia tio n  o f each of the groups was;
1. 3 .9  a t  A lexandria
2. 5 .1  a t  Eunice
3. 4 .8  a t  S h reveport.
A frequency d i s t r ib u t io n  of sco res i s  found in  Table 1. Table 2 
g ra p h ic a lly  i l l u s t r a t e s  th e  d is t r ib u t io n  of the sco res  fo r  each of the  
groups.
The q u e s tio n  could be asked , "Are the groups s ig n i f ic a n t ly  
d i f f e r e n t  in  a b i l i t y  as measured by th e  ACT T est"? The q u es tio n  is  
answered by te s t in g  the s ig n if ic a n c e  of th e  d iffe re n c e  of the  means.
I l l
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The d iffe re n c e  between the means of the  Shreveport and Eunice groups was 
2 .8 9 . On th e  b a s is  o f t e s t in g ,  th e  d iffe re n c e  is  s ig n i f ic a n t .
The d iffe re n c e  between the  means of the  freshmen a t  A lexandria 
and Eunice was 2 .90 . On the b a s is  of te s t in g  a s ig n i f ic a n t  d iffe re n c e  
was found to  e x i s t .
Although the means of the  A lexandria and Shreveport group was 
very  n e a r ly  the same, the A lexandria group d id  no t e x h ib it  as high a 
degree of v a r i a b i l i t y  as d id  e i th e r  of the  o th e r groups.
,CT
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29
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3
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Table 1
Frequency D is tr ib u tio n  of the  Scores on th e  ACT T est fo r  
Freshmen a t  L ouisiana S ta te  U n iv e r s i ty 's  Branch 
Campuses a t  E unice, A lexandria and Shreveport
A lexandria Eunice Shreveport
Number Number Number
of of of
S tudents ______  S tuden ts S tudents
0 1 0
2 0 1
1 1 5
4 1 3
7 3 5
5 4 11
9 8 10
14 12 9
14 7 8
17 8 17
19 16 19
18 17 21
20 9 13
11 25 7
26 14 15
11 14 16
10 18 10
9 14 9
8 23 6
4 17 6
3 12 2
6 8 3
1 6 0
0 8 1
0 4 2
0 1 1
0 0 0
0 1 0
219 252 200
APPENDIX F
Academic Suspensions Under the Six-Hour C red it-S ix  Q uality  C redit 
and 1.0* R egulations fo r  E n tering  Freshmen**
F i r s t  Semesters
______________ Number Suspensions________________  Per Cent Suspended_______________
LSUA LSUBR LSUE LSUNO LSUS TOTAL LSUA LSUBR LSUE LSUNO LSUS TOTAL
1961-62 73 352 513
1962-63 23 473 493
1963-64 47 444 543
1964-65 57 517 658
1965-66 84 489 ■ 561
1966-67 64 457 312
1967-68 55 379 63 302 123
1968-69 67 336 61 409 226
1969-70 68 324 30 510 138
* E ffec tiv e  F a ll Semester of 1967- 68
•frfm
Summer School and F i r s t Semester Freshmen
938 25.9 13.6 42.0 22.9
989 17.5 15.7 39.0 22.4
1,034 14.8 14.9 41.0 22.4
1,232 12.7 13.7 39.0 20.9
1,134 30.2 11.9 34.5 18.9
833 24.0 11.5 22.8 14.9
922 19.6 10.1 24.2 18.8 17.3 13.5
1,099 20.9 9 .1  . 20.9 18.8 29.1 15.1
1,070 15.4 8.7 12.9 16.7 20.9 13.2
O ffice of I n s t i tu t io n a l  Research 
A p ril, 1974
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